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PREFACE* 

«  r 

■  »      -  « 

ly^Y  dcfign  m  writing  thd  Hifiory  of  thi 
Corn^ions  fif  Chrifiianity^  it  wUl 
caiily  be  perceived,  was  fo  cofhpofe  a  work 
proper  for  the  ufe  of  aii  chriftians,  learn**^ 
ed  and  uolearaecif . and  iodeed  ^€hieiiy..thc. 
latter,.,   Alfo,  having,  aa  extcnfive  objedt 
before  me»  J  did.  ,  not  give  mach  :  omtt 
dttentioa  to.  ^n^  part  of  the  fcheoie. 
than  to  another.  .   Oa  thefc  accounts  I 
avoided  all  uooeceflary  quotations  from  ori^ 
ginal  writers  in  the  languages  ia  whicli 
they  wrote,  efpecially  in  Greek,  which  I 
had  great  difficulty  in  getting  printed  i  but 
I  gave  fome  paflagcs  that  were  of  particular 
♦alue,  and  in  Latin<  and  diftindUy  refer- 
ed  to  as  many  others  as  I  ,had*  a&ually 
made  \x{^  of  myfelf;  making  a  point  ,  ojf. 
referring  to  none^  at  fijrft  or  fixx>nd  haad|i 
^  which  I  id^  any  rcafon  to  doabt« 

It  has  happened,  that  hitherto  the  firft 

article  ia.  my.  >vprl^,  viz.  The  Hilary  of 
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opinions  concerning  Cbriji^  has  at  traded  the 
more  particular  notice  of  critics,  which 
bis  led  me  to  Audy  this  fubje(^  more 
than  I  fliould  otherwife  have  done ;  and 
I  think  it  will  probably  engage  my  attetf- 
tioa  fome  time  longer.    Indeed,  as  the 
queftlon  is  of  particular  importance,  I  think 
it  right.  ID  take  every  method  in  my  power 
tO'  inrite  and  promote  the  fiiUeft  diA^^ulTioii 
of         With  ikh  view^  I  replied  to 
iMM  remarks  0f  a  writer  in  the  Monthly 
Review,  which,  though  not  in  the  lead 
tfihSjng  tAy  pfincipM  arguinent,  gave  jiic 
^h  G^portanity  lo  add  iomc  new  iiluftm* 
fions. 

.  Dr«  Horil^'a  Charge  to  Ms  ciirgy  ha» 
afibrded  me  another  opportunity  of  re-ex- 
•ttiiiiiing  the  fubje^f  a«i  the  refult,  which 
ia  now  before  the  reader,  haa  been,  as  i 
think,  ^  farther  illuilration  and  a  ftronger 
^tifirttu^iM  ef  mf  orlgintd  pofitkm,  «se. 
that  the  hdief  that  Chrift  waa  a  oiere  mat^, 
naturally  poflefTed  of  no  other  pov^ers  than 
other  tnen  have,  but  a  diftinguilhed  me£. 
ienger  of  God,  and  the  diiief  milrument 
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in  his  hands  for  the  good  of  men,  was  the 
original  faith  of  the  chriftian  churchy  con^ 
fiiXing  both  of  Jews  and  Gentiles, 

« 

This  controv^rfy,  I  hope#  will  contuiue^ 
either  with  Dr.  Horlley,  or  fome  other 
peiiba,  Nothiii|;,  however,  lhall  be  want- 
ing  on  my  part  to  kpcp  it  up,  fo  long  as 
new  iigfoj.  fh^l  appear  (0  be  thrpwin 
upon  the  (jueftion  la  debate  i  and  after 

(his  ^  iotend  to  compo^  an  entifc 
urork  on  ;this  i^bjcd  only ;  {htingw  in  ^js 
clear  a  light  as  ^  ihall  be  able,  the  evi- 
dence of  the  above  important  troth  (for 

Tuch  I  cannot  help  coniidering  it)  as  it 
fhall  then  appear  to  me,  with  all  the  pro- 
per Mthoriti^  in  thp  original  languages, 
mid  Igave  it  to  make  whatever  iq^prefilon 
it  may  on  the  spiiods  of  otk^i,  haviqg 
then  4iw^  my  liMty  wit^  ceipea;  it*. 

« 

In  the  oneaQ  |im9#  I  am  by  np  .means 
ianguine  in  my  ^p^G^^of^B.  from  the 
t££fft  of  the  moll  forcitjle  arguments,  on 
tb^  ^liods  of.  thofe  who  fU'e  at  pxefent 

z  z  indifpofed 
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indifpofed  to  receive  the  opinion  that  I 
contend  for^  in  confequence  of  itrong  early 
prejudices  in  favour  of  a  different  one^ 
prejudices  which  have  been  confirmed  by 
tnuch  readings  thinking,  and  converiation, 
efpecially  if  thofe  who  are  influenced  by 
them  be  advanced  in  life.  It  is  happy 
for  the  cauie  of  truth,  as  vrell  as  other 
valuable  purpofes,  that  man  is  mortal ; 
and  that  whUe  the  fpecies  contitides,  the 
individuals  gg  off  the  ilage.  For  other* 
wife  the  whole  fpecies  would  foon  arrive 
at  its  maximum  in  all  improvements;  as 
individuals  now  do. 

If  any  perfon  ought  to  have  candour 
for  others  in  this  refped,  /  ought ;  having 
had  abundant  experience  of  the  difficulty 
with  which  deep*rooted  prejudices  give 
way  to  the  flrongcfl  evidence,  even  when 
the  mind  is  naturally  active,  and  the  at-* 
tention  is  conftantly  icept  in  a  Aate  of 
inquiry.    On  this  account,  a  (hort  hiilory 

of  the  progrefs  of  my  own  thoughts  with 
^refpeft  to  this  fubje^  may  be  uiefuU 
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To  myfclf  the  refledion  upoa  it  is  highly 
fo,  at  the  &me  time  that  it  i$  not  a  little 
humbling.  ' 

Having  bee^i  educated  in  the  ilri^ft 

priaciplcs  of  Calvinifm,  and  having  from 
my  early  years  had  a  ferious  turn  of  mind^ 
promoted  no  doubt  by  a  weak  and  iickly 
conilitution,  I  was  very  fincere  and  zealous 
in  my  belief  of  the  dodrine  of  the  trinity ; 
and  this  continued  till  I  was  about  nine* 
teen  ^  and  then  I  was  as  much  iliockcd  oil 
hearing  of  any  who  denied  the  divinity  of 
ChriA  (thinking  it  to  be  nothing  lefs  than 
impiety  and  blafphemy)  as  any  of  my  op- 
ponents can  be  now.  I  therefore  truly  feel 
for  them^  and  moil  iincerely  excufe  them* 

About  the  age  of  twenty^,  being  then  in 
a  regular  courfe  of  theological  fludies,  I 
law  reafon  to  change  my  opinion,  and 
became  an  Arian  i  and  notwithftanding  what 
appeared  to  me  a  fair  and  impartial  ftudy  of 
the  fcriptures^  and  though  I  had  no  bias 
on  my  mind  ariiing  from  fubfcribed  creeds, 
wd  confeiBons  of  faith,  &c.  I  continued  in 

a  3  that 
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that  perfoaiipn  fifteen  or  iixteen  years  t  and 
yet  in  that  tiaiw  I  wa^  well  acquainted 
with  Dn  Lardner^  Dr.  Fleming,  and  fevetsX 
ether  zealous  Socinians^  efpecially  my  iriend 
Mr.  Grahaoif    The  flrft  theological  traft 
of  mine  (which  utras  on  the  dofbrine  of 
atonement)  Was  publifhed  at  the  particular 
requeit,  and  ander'  the  direction  of  Dr. 
jLardner ;  and  he  approving  of  the  fcheme 
^ich  I  had  then  formed,  of  giving  a 
iikort  view  (which  ^ai  aU  that  I  had  then 
thought  of)  of  the  progreis  of  the  corrupt 
tions  of  chriftianity,  he  gtive  me  n  few 
hints  with  refpe<a  to  it.    But  ftiil  I  con- 
tinued till  after  his  death  indifpofed  to  the 
Socinian  hypothefis.  After  this,  continuing 
my  ftudy  of  the  fcrip tores,  with  the  help 
of  his  Letters  on  the  Logos^  |  at  length 
changed  my  opinion,  and  became  what  is 
called  a  Socinian ;  and  in  this  I  fee  con- 
tinually more  reaiba  to  acquieiqe,  though 
It  was  a  long  time  before  the  arguments 
ill  favour  of  it  did  niore  than  hardy  pre- 
ponderate in  my  mind.  For  the  arguments 
which  had  the  principal  weight  with  me 
at  that  time,  and  particularly  thofe  texts 

of 
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of  fcripturc  which  Co  long  retarded  my 
dungeof  opinion^  I  stfw  mf  mdt^n  tfi 
the  Theoiogical  Rf^ofUorj^  vol.  iii  p.  345. 

I  was  gireatly  coafirmtd  in  tbi«  doi^riQe 
after  I  was  fully  ik(i$&ed  that  man  is  of  api 
uniform  compoliuoa,  and  wljolly  n^orul  > 
jind  that  .the  dodrine  of  a  faparMe  iamate^ 
rial  ibul^  capable  of  &n£uioA  4gd  a^x^ 
when  the  body  is  in  the  grave^  is  a  notjcm 
borrowed  from  heathen  philofophy,  an4 
unknown  to  the  icriptures.  Of  this  I  haii 
for  a  long  time  a  mere  Jujpkion  1  but  having 
cafually  mentioned  it  as  fuGh»  and  a  viokut 
outcry  being  raifed  againA  me  on  thit 
account^  I  was  induced  to  give  the  great^ft 
attention  to  the  queftioo»  to.exanadne  it  in 
every  light,  and  to  invite  the  fuUeil  .diii* 
cuffion  of  it.  This  terminated  in  as  full 
a  convidion  with  refpe^  to  this.fubj^  m 
I  have  with  refpeft  to  any  other  whatever. 
The  reafons  on  which  that  conviction  is 
fooodcd  may  be  ftea  in  my  muf/ifm^ 

on  Matter  and  Sfirii,  of  wbif^h  1  have 

lately  publiihed  a  new  and  improved  t^di- 

a  4  Being 
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•       *  * 

Being  now  fully  perfuaded  that  Chrlft 
^/r2B  a  man  like  our^slvesy  md  coQfeqoaQtly 
fhat  bU  pfe-exiiteace^  as  well  as  that  of 
pther  men,  was  a  notion  that  had  no 
foundation  in  reafon  or  in  the  fcriptures  i 
and  having  been  gradually  led  (inconfe- 
quence  of  wifhing  to  trace  the  principal 
corruptions  of  chriftianity)  to  give-  par- 
ticular attention  to  ecclefiaftical  hiftory, 
I  could  not  help  thinking  bat  that  (fince  the 
^io&mic  of  the  pre^extftence  of  Chrift  wa$ 
not  the  do£lriiie  of  the  fcriptures,  and 
^refore  could  not  have  been  taught  by 
|he  apoiiles)  there  muft  be  fome  traces  of 
'  the  rife  and  progrcfs  of  the  dodrine  of  the 
frinily,  Md  kfae»  hiftoncal  evidence  that 
wiitarianifm  was  the  general  faith  of  chrif*- 
tians  ia  the  apoRolical  age,  independent 
the  evidence  which  arofe  from  its  being^ 
^Ixe  do&rioe  of  the  f(;riptur6s. 


in  this  ftate  of  mind,  the  reader  will 
^^ly  perceive  that  I  naturally  expeded  tot 
find,  what  I  was  prcvioufly  well  perfuaded 
mas  to  be  found  %  and  in  time  I  collected 
much  mpre  evidence  than  X  at  £rA  ex^ 

^e<fted^ 
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pededy  .conikiertng.the  early  rife,  and  the 
long  and  univerfal  fprcad  of  what  I  deem 
to  be  a  radical  corruption  of  the  genuine 
chriftian  dodrlne.  This  evidcuce  I  have 
fairly  laid  before  the  reader*  He  muH: 
judge  of  the  weight  of  it^  and  alio  ,  make 
whatever  allowance  he  may  think  necefl'ary 

for  my  particular  fita^ion  ajid  prejudices. 

*  9 

a, 

I  am  well  aware  that  it  15  naturally  im- 
.pofiibJe  that  the.  evidence .  I  have  prpduced 
ihQi^d.i<npref$  the;  nunds  of  tboui^  who  art 

Arians  qr  Athaqalians,  as  it  will,  thofe  ,of 

SpciaiMS ;  nor  ar^,  men  to^  be  convince^ 

•«f  fiy^*,;P^QJ3f  j:.  huxnaiHty  of  ^r^-;  by;arr 
guments  of  this  kipd.    They  iijuft  begin, 
did,  witfe  tl^e  Audy  of  the  fcr^tfii^elB 
ai)d  whatever  be  the  refult  of  Uiat Jludy, 
it  will  be  impoffible  for  them,  let  them' 
dilcipline  their  .iqinds  as  they  will,  not  to 
influencc4  in  the  hiftofical  inquiry,  as 
I  was,  by  their  previous  perfuafion  con- 
perning  the  fubjet^  of  it.     If,  however, 
riicv  IhouIJ  be  fo  far  impreffed  with  the 
liiftorical  arguments,  as  to  think  it  proba- 
^If^  t^  the  chriftian  c}iurch  waS|  in  a  very 

■ 

early 
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early  period,  unitarian ;  it  will,  no  doubt, 
lead  diem  to  cxped,  that  they  (hall  find 
tbe  doip:rLae  of  the  fcriptures,  truly,  inter- 
preted, to  be  fo  too* 

*  mm 

With  refpeift  to  myfelf,  I  do  not  knour 
that  I  can  do  any  thing  more.  Being  per- 
fuaded,  m  1  am,  from  the  ftudy  cif  the 
fcriptures,  that  Chrift  is  properly  a  man, 
I  cannot  ceafe  to  think  fo  $  nor  can  I  poC^ 
iibly  hdp  the  influence  of  that  perfuaiion 
in  my  hiftorical  refcarchcs.  Let  other 
perfons  write  a$  freely  on  their  i^fpcdive 
liypothefes  as  I  have  done  on  mine  ;  and  then 
indifierent  perfons,  and  efpecially  younger 
fierfona,  whofc  minds  have  not  acquired 
^e  ftiffnefs  of  ours,  who  are  turned  fifty, 
may  derive  benefit  from  it.  - 

# 

•  Firm  as  my  perfuafion  now  is  concern- 
ing the  proper  humanity  of  Chrift  (a  per* 
fuafion  that  has  been  the  flow  growth  of 
•years,  and  the  refult  of  much  anxious  and 
patient  thinicing)  I  do  not  know  that,  in 
the  courfe  of  my  enquiry,  I  have  been  un^ 
der  the  influence  of  prejudice  more  than 

all 
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291  other  men  naturaHy  ar^..  As  io  repuia^ 
iion^  a  man  may  diftiiigui(h  bimfelf  juft 
ak  inuch  by  the  defbifice  of  ol^  fyftrais^  ai 
by  the  ere£ti6n  of  new  ones;  but  I. have 
neither  formed  any  hewfyftems,  nor  have  I 
particularly  diftinguiflied  inyiHf  in  the  de« 
fence  of  old  ones.  When  I  firft  became 
an  Arian,  and  afterwards  n  Siekiian,  \  wai 
only  a  convert,  in  company  ^itii  many 
others;  and  was  far  from  having  any 
thoughts  of  rro«1>!ffTg  the  wvrld  widi  pub^ 
lications  on  the  fabjefl:.  This  I  have  been 
led  to  do  by  a  feries  of  events,  of  which  I 
had  no  foreiight^  and  of  which  I  do  not 
lee  theifioe.  ■  —  • 

The  conclufion  chat  I  have  fbrmed,  witfi 
refped  to  the  fubjed  of  this  work,  and  my 
exertions  in  fupport  of  it,  are,  however, 
conftandy  afcribed  by  my  opponents  to  4 
force  of  prejudice  and  prepoiTeilion,  fo  ftrong 
as  to  pervert  my  judgment  in  the  plaineft  of 
all  cafes.  Of  this  I  may  not  be  a  proper 
jodge ;  but  analogy  may  be  fome  guide  to 
myfelf  as  weil  as  to  others  in  this  cafc. 

4  Now, 


^  THBPREFACE. 

.  Now,  what  appears  to  have  been  my  difpo^ 
fitiion  in  other-' iimilar  cafes  ?    Have  I  been 

partieularly  attached  to  bypofbcfes  in  philp- 
fophy^  even  to  my  own,  which  always  create 
a  ilrooger  attachment  than  thoib  .of  other 
perfons  ?  On  the  contrary,  I  will  venture 
to  iay  that.no  peribn  is  generally  thought 
to  be  lefs  fo;  nor  has  it  been  hnaginpd 
that. my  purfaits  have  been  at  all  defeat* 
ed  or  injured,  by  any  prepoiTefiion  in  fa<> 
vour  of  particular  theories  and  yet  theo- 
ries are  as  apt  to  miflead  in  .philofophical 
as  in  any  other  fubjedi;^.  I  have  always 
flicwa  the  greatcfl:  rcadincfs  to  abandon  any 
hypotheiis  that  I  have  advanced,  and  even 
defended,  while  1  thought  it  dcfenlibie, 
the  moment  I  have  fufpe^^d-  it  to  be  ill 
founded,  whether  the  new  fa&s  that  have 
refuted  it  wxre  difcovered  by  myfelf  or 
others.  My  friends  in  general  have  blamed 
me  for  my  extreme  facility  in  this  refpedt. 
And  if  I  may  judge  of  inyfdf  by  niy  owa 
feelings,  after  the  clofeil  examination  that 
1  can  give  myfelf,  I  am  j  uft  the  fame  witi^ 
refped  to  theology. 

In. 
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In  the  courfc  of  my  life  I  have  held 
and  defended  opinions  very  different  from 
thofe  which  I  hold  at  prefent.    Now,  if 
my  obftinacy  in  j^etaining  and  defending 
opinions  had  beetle  ib  great  as  my  oppo- 
nents rcpiell:at  it,  why  did  it  not  long  ago 
put  a  ftop  to  all  my  changes,  and  fix  me  a 
Trinitarian,  or  an  Arian2  Let  thofe  who 
have  given  flronger  proofs  of  their  minds 
being  open  to  conviAion  than  mine  htt 
been,  throw  the  firil  Aonc  at  me. 

.  I  am  well  aware  of  the  nature  and  force  of 
that  oppofition  and  obloquy  to.  which  I  am 
oxpbfingtnyfdf  incpnfequeoccof  writing  my 
Hijlory  of  the  Corruphons  of  CbrifiianUy,  the 
moft  valuable,  I  trufl,  of  all  niy  puBlicacions; 
and  efpecially  in  coofequeoQe  of  the  pains  • 
that  have  been  taken  to  niagnify  and  expoie 
a  few  inaccuracies,  to  which  all  works  of 
a  fimikr  nature,  hive  been,  and  evet  muft 
be  fubjed*   But  I  have  the  fuUeil  pec-^ 
fuafion  that  the  real  overfights  in  it  arc 
of  the  imaUcft  nuignitude,  and  do  not  at . 
aU  afieA  any  one  poiition  or  argument  in 
my  work,  as  I  hope  to  fatisfy  all  candid 
:  judges  I 
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judges  I  tod  as  to  mere  cavil  and  reproach^ 
I  tbaok  God,  I  aoi  well  abk  iq  bear  it« 

•  — 
»         ■  ^       ^  ■ 

The  bdinm  |  brougbc  upon  mjr&lf  bf 

ixiaiiuaiaing  the  dofkrines  oimaicriali/iti  and 
mcejjity^  without  atieoipting  tO[  cover  or 
foftea  teitus  of  fo  fri^tfui  aibuodt  aaci 
without  pallhtiiigany  of  ihcir cozilcqacni^Sy 
was  unijpeakably  gre^iter  than  wh^  (his  twfi-* 
jfif^s       brif)g.upM»        At  tl^  b^iaJMi^ 
of  that  contmverfy  I  had  feWi  very  few 
indeed^  of  my  neareft  frieads,  who  were 
-with  me  in  the  argument.    They^  however, 
who  knew  me,  knew  my  motives,  and  ex^ 
cufed  me  i  but  the  chrtfiiaii  world  in 
Iteoeral  r^arded  xae  ^ith  the  greatdl  ab- 
iiorrence.    I  was  confidered      an  unprin^ 
ci^ed  iuiidd,  cither  all^atfaei^,  or  in  league 
with  atheiAs.    In  this  light  I  was  repeat^ 
«Uy  exhibited  in  all  the  public  papers; 
and  the  Monthly  Review,  and  otiier  &^ 
views^  with  all  the  fimilar  publications  of 
ibe  day,  joined  in  the  popular  cry.    But  a 
lew  years  have  liaen  the  end  of  At 
ieaft  all  that  is  left  would  not  dilliub  ihc 
wmSi  iiDvux  in  tlie£(  things.   The  confi:- 

quence^ 
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qucnce  (which  I  now  enjoy)  is  a  great 
increafe  of  materialifts ;  not  of  atheiftical 
onesyasfome  will  ftill  reprefent  it*  but  of  the 
moA  feriouSy  the  mod  rational^  and  con^ 
fiftent  chriftians. 

A  fimilar  ilTue  I  firmly  exped  from  the 
preietit  controverfy,  unpromifing  as  it 
appear  in  the  eyes  of  fome,  who  are  itraek 
■with  what  is  fpedoufly  and  confidently 
urged.  For  my  own  part»  i  truly  rejoice 
in  the  prefent  appearance  of  things  ^  as  I 
forefte  diat  much  good  wtU  arife  from  the 
attefttiou  Aat  will  hy  this  means  be  drawn 

upon  the  iubjed ;  and  as  I  hope  I  refped 
the  hand  of  Ood  in  e^erf  things  I  thaul: 
liim  for  leading  me  into  this  bufiocfsi  as  I 
hope  to  have  occafion  to  thank  hiai,  fome 
years  hence^  for  leading  me  through  ii; 
and  with  as  much  advantage  as  I  have  been 
Jed  through  the  other. 

it  i^,  iodeed^my  i&cm#  and  if  is  my  j^SiA 

perfuaiion^  that  llfetee  is  a  wife  Providence 
x>¥er-<Tuling  ail  ittqolries,  as  weS  as  other 
events.         wiiii(»u  of  Goi  liasaippearedy 
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fts  I  have  endeavoured  to  point  out^  even  in 
the  coiTuptions  of  chriiUanity,  and  the 
fpread  of  error ;  and  it;  is  equally  confpicu-' 
ous  in  the  difcovery  and  propagation  e£ 
troth. 

I  am  far  from  thinkingt  that  that  great 

Being  who  fuperinteads  all  things^  guides 
my  pen,  any  more  than  he  does  that  of  my 
fieroeft  opponent;  bat  I  believe  thai  by 
means  of  our  joint  labours,  and  tiioXe 
of  all  who  engage  in  theological  contro«> 
veriy  (which  is  eminently  uieful  in  roufing 
men  to  the  utmoA  exertion  of  •  their  facul- 
ties) he  is  promoting  his  own  excellent 
puf  poie^  and.  providing  for  the  prevalence 
jof  truth,  in  his  q^u^h  due  time;  and  in. this 
geniend  pfofpeft  we  ou^t  all  equally  to 

rejoice. 

ft 

It  becomes  us,  however,  to  consider,  that 
they  only  will  be  entitled  to  praife,  who  join 

in  carrying  on  the  deiigns  of  providence 
with  rigit  view  of  tMr  i  who  are 
actuated  by  a  real  iove  of  truth,  and  alio 
by  that  taadour  and  bcnevQieace,  which  a 

feniii 
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ienfe  of  our  commoa  difficulties  in  the  ia« 
Ttftigation  of  truth  moft  effeflually  in*" 
Ipires.    A  maa  who  has  never  changed  to: 
opinion,  cannot  have  much  feeling  of  this* 
didicuky  i  and  therefore  cannot  be  expected 
to  have  oiucii  eaadour^  unlefs  his  difpoii«» 
fioa  be  uncommonly  excellent;    I  ought 
t»  have  more  candour  than  tmn$r  others^' 
becauie  1  have  felt  more  than  many  caa. 
pretend  to  have  done,  the  force  of  thofb 
c^bftacles  which  retard  our  pf ogrefs  iii  ^  Ch# 

/earch  of  ti^uth*  ' ' 

, . «  '  •  •  • 

'  With  fhucii  tranquility,  a  tranquility 
tcquited  by  habit,  but  more  approaching 
fo  a  pleating  alacrity,  than  to  any  lin-^ 
eafy  apprehenlion,  I  fhali  vvait  the  iiiue  of 
tlie  prefent  controverfy;  freely  retradting 
whatever  I  ihall  be  found  t6  haVd  id« 
tanccd  with  too  little  coniideration ;  md-" 
derating  any  thing  on  which  I  fhali  atpp^ai^ 
fo  have  laid  too  much  ilrefs,  and  urging 
with  the  greateft  freedom  every  new  argu- 
ment or  illuftratroii  that  may  occur  tbme^* 
till  I  (hall  have^  nothing  of  coniequence  to 
alledge.     After  thi$  I  ih^il  no  longer, 

b         '       .  teply 
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fs^ly  to  particular  opponents,  but  con^ 
tent  my&li  with  flULking  fuch  e$rrtSumr 
and  improvimnu  either  ia  my  Hijlory^  or 
my  intended  P^iew  of  the  doSirine  of  the 
firjl  ages  of  tbi  cbriJUan  cbwrek^  ^Mcmung 
the  per  Jon  qf  Cbri/i,  9$  I  may  i£e  ncccSuy  ^ 
iiibmitting  every  thing  to  the  judgment  of 
thoie  .who  may  think  proper  to  giTC  anjr 
at^tioa  to  the  lubjeA* 

I  cannot  conclude  this  preface  without 
cautioning  our  reader!  not  to  imagine  that 
this  is  a  mere  trial  of  ikill  between  me  aad 
my  op|)onejits^.    It  is  the  opening  of  a  fe- 
rious  ancl  important  confroverfy,  tending 
to  decide  w|iether  the  chriftian  church  iix 
the  age  of  the  apoftles  was  unitarian  Qr. 
trinitariani  which,  ind^picndently  of  any 
argun^ents  from  particular  texts  of  fcrip-^. 
ture,  will  affift  us  to  detepmine  whether  the 
doctrine  of  th^  trinity,  which  lias  had  ib 
long  pof&iTxon  of  the  mind^  of  the  chrii|i^a 
world,  be  a  real  doftrine  of  chriftianity,  pc 
one  of  its  oldeft  and  worA  corruptions. 

I  wifh  to  draw  out  the  ahleO:  men,  both 
oh  the  trinitariaa  and  the  Arian  fide  of  the 

^ueAion  ^ 
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queftionj  and  I  hope  that  I  fhall  not  long  be 
xht principal  on  the  proper  unitarian  fide.  My 
Yindicator  is  much  better  qualified  to  take 
this  place,  and  leave  me  that  of  auxiliary. 

I  would  farther  obierve,  that  in  a  con* 
troverfy  fo  various  andextenfive  as  this  will 
probably  be,  it  fhould  not  be  imagined  that 
the  queClion  is  abfolutely  decided  when  any 
particular  advantage  is  gained  on  either  fide; 
All  men  are  liable  to  overiights  i  but  a 
judicious  reader  will  confider  the  extent  and 
coniequences  of  an  overfight,  and  particu- 
larly whether  it  affeds  the  queftion  itfelfi 
or  the  writer  only. 

% 

Efpecialiy,  let  not  perfons,  who  are  not 
themtfelves  much  converfant  in  eccleliafli- 
cal  hiftory^  conclude  that  when  any  wrher 
1^  g^ned  a  Jeeming  advantage,  it  is  there^ 
fore  a  real  and  final  ont^  but  let  them  wait* 
till  bis  opponent  has  been  heard.  On  the 
firft  appearance  of  Dr.  Iloriley  '^  Charge, 
many  perfons  confidered  it  as  deci^ve  againft 
me.  Others  may  now  think  as  favourably 
€xf  my  fide  of  the  argument*   £ut  let  all 

b  a  pcrfyns 
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*  ■ 

perfons  fufpend  their  judgment  till  they  fe^ 
that  we  have  nothing  of  confequence 
lilledge  farther,  and  let  a  reafonable  time  be 

given  to  each  of  us«        "  -  ' 

To  the  Letters  to  Dr.  Horjley,  I  have 

fubjoincd  a  Pvjijcript  of  fupplemental  and 

mifcellftneous  matters ;  and  efpecidlly  a 

Jumrnary  view  of  all  the  evidence  that  I  have 

hitherto  been  able  to  collc£t,  and  maxims  nf 

kiftdrical  icriticifm^  with  which  the  fevefal 

articles  may  be  compared.    I  wiOi  that  my 

opponents  would  take  the  fame,  or  any 

fimilar  method,  in  order  to  bring  the  con-* 

troverly  to  a  more  eafy,  fpeedy,  and  fatji- 

fadory  terminalipnt 

*  * 

■ 

I  have  likewife  added  fome  notice  of  the 
lieriter  in  theMi^ii/ifr^  jR^/ra;forSeptembep' 
lafty  which  contains  a  large  anfwer  to  my 

4 

reply  to  his  former  animadvcrlions.  It 
was  certainly  improper  for  a  perfon  who 
liflumcs  the  chara&er  of  a  judge  to  become  a 
party  in  the  difpute.  With  the  intentions 
that  he  avows,  of  drawing  me  into  a  con- 
troverfy^  he  ought  to  hav<&  left  his  former 

|)roy}nc§ 
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province  of  reviewer  to  another ;  and  not  to 
have  availed  himfelt  of  the  prodigious  ad- 
vantage of  the  cheap  aud  immenfe  circula- 
tion which  the  Review  ^ve  him.  As  Dr. 
Horfley  coniiders  tHis  writct*  (page  77)  as 
learned  in  ec^hfiaJft^afArfhfj^  an^hiay  wifli  to 
have  him  for  an  ally,  let  hihi  ndt^Hic  Cdmi 
moduSf  thro w  his  darfo  from  a  y2i7^r  ^  but  if 
he  have  any  confidence  in  hia  own  prowei^f, 
(ol  which  he  leems  to  have  no  diikuft)  let 
hiiD>  xn^ked  or  unmaiked^  defcend  into 
(he  arfna  alon|;  with 
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f  •  10. 1.  !•  fer  w  ic$4  ; 

IfS:.  i>  24;;  fer Afainftyi  rtirt ^iktm^df^ ,  .  . 

6o.  1. 1,  dele  tbm, 
'  6^  tt.  fi)  hi  Mm  t^dMiN' 

I43f  J.  13.  tor  a  read  mTt 

CORltECTIOKS. 

p.  118. 1.  2.  /'-^y'  for  a/mofi  the  ujIjoIc  read  a  great  part. 
32*  L  17.  read  it  it  iiult  m§rt  than  Mi pmgt  eiu  of  /gur  buudni^ 
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INTRODUCTORY  LETTER. 

Dbar  SiRf 

AS  it  is  my  carncft  wifh^  that  every  fubjeft  of 
iaipoitaoce  may  be  fblly  inyeftigated,  I  am 
hap))y  to  find  that  you  have  done  me  the  honour  to 

^imadvcrt  on  my  Hijlory  of  (be  Corruptions  of  • 
Cbrifiianity^  in  your  late  Cbargi  u  the  CUrgy^  ai 
Alban*s^  as  you  formerly  did  on  my  Treatife  on 
Pbilgfopbical  Necejfuy^  in  a  Sermon.    I  was  in  hopes' 
chat  my  reply  to  the  latter  would  have  led  you  to 
purlutr  tliL-  argument  with  mc  to  its  proper  termina- 
tion. But  though  I  failed  in  my  attempts  to  engage 
your  ailiftanoe  in  that  inquiry^  I  flatter  myfeif  that  I 
ftall  be  more  luccefsful  in  this  ;  cfpecially  as,  by  the 
temper  and  ftyie  of  your  performance,  you  feem  to 
intereft  yourfelf  more  deeply  in  this  fubjeft^  imagin- 
ing, no  doubt,  and  very  juilly,  that  much  mure 
depends  upon  it. 

You  have  given,  however,  a  degree  of  importance 
to  my  work,  which  I  own  I  had  not  thought  of 
myfdjr,  when  you  fay  to  your  reverend  brethren, 
p.  5,  •*  You  will  eafily  conjefture  that  what  has  led 

me  to  thefe  refledions,  is  the  extraordinary  attempt 
^  which  has  lately  been  made  tounfettle  the  faith,  and 
**  to  break  up  the  conftitution,  of  every  ecclcfiaftical 

eftablifhment  in  chriikndom.  Such  is  the  avowed 
^^objeft  of  a  recent  publication!  which  bears  the 
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"  titk  of  a  Hijlory  of  the  Corruptions  of  Cbriftianity^ 

among  which  the  Catholic  dodnne  of  the  trinity 
l^lds  a  principal  place." 

Now  I  fee  nothing  lo  very  extraordinary  in  my 
attempt.  I  have  only  done  what  has  been  done  by 
every  other  perTon,  who  has  endeavoured  to  refute 
the  doftrine  of  the  trinity,  or  any  other  eflential 
article  of  eftablilhed  churches.  However^  as^  you 
feem  to  have  taken  particular  an  alarm  in  this 
cafe,  I  am  willing  to  ho]  c  you  will  exert  yourfcif 
y^ith  proportionable  vigour  j  when,  in  your  appre- 
henfion,  it  is  no  leis  than  to  fmo  a  faUitig  fiato. 
Before  I  enter  upon  the  fubjcfl:  itfclf,  I  muft  endea- 
vour to  kt  you  right  with  refpcd  to  two  prelimi- 
nary circumftances. 

Whether  it  be  to  my  credit  or  not,  I  muft 
obierve,  that  you  make  my  reading  to  be  more  ex* 
tenfive  than  it  is,  when  you  fuppofe  me  to  have 
borrowed  my  priiicipal  arguments  irom  D.  Zwicker, 
or  Epifcopius.  1  do  allure  you.  Sir,  I  do  not  re- 
coiled that  I  ever  met  with  the  name  of  Zwicker 
be  lore  I  faw  ic  in  this  publication  of  yours.  For 
Epifcopius  I  have  die  higheft  reverence  $  and  I  thank 
you  !br  informing  me  that,  though  an  Arian  him- 
fclf,  he  was  convinced  that  the  chriltian  church  was 
originally  what  is  now  calkd  Sociniaii« 

A 

On  the  other  hand,  by  your  recommending 
Bifiiop  Bu^s  defend  of  the  Nicene  faith  {o  very 
ftrongly,  and  not  niendonmg  any  other  modern 
writers,  you  Setm  to  have  overlooked,  or  to  have 

imdervalued 
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underyalued»  ievenl  works  which  majr  certainly 

be  very  ufeful  to  thofe  who  wiih  to  form  an  im- 
partial judgment  on  the  fiibjcd  of  this  controverfy; 
efpecially  IVIntbfs  Difquifitiones  Madefi^^  in  anfwer 
to  Biuiop  Bull,  and  his  Replies  to  Waterland^  with 
Icvcral  pieces  in  the  Rodman  Tra^Sy  in  three  fmall 
volumes  4to*  But  I  am  more  particularly  furprized 
'  that  you  fliould  not  have  mentioned  Dr.  Clark's 
celebrated  'Ireattfe  on  the  Trinity^  which  is  calcu- 
lated  CO  be  of  the  greateft  ufe  to  thofe  who  would 
ftudy  this  iubjeft  *,  containing  all  the  texts  that 
relate  to  iCt  moft  advantageouHy  arranged  for  the 
purpofe;  together  with  fome  very  uleful  references 
to  the  chriftian  fathers.  There  are  i'cveral  parts  of 
that  work  which  I  would  take  the  liberty  to 
icGommend  to  your  own  particular  attention* 

Yott  charge  me  with  arguing  in  a  dnk,  iayin^, 
p.  12,      It  is  the  proiefled  objeA  of  his  under- 

taking  to  exhibit  a  view  of  the  gradual  changes 
^  of  opinionSf  in  order  to  afcertain  the  faith  of 
•«  the  firft  ages.  And  he  would  afcertttn  the  faith 
«  of  die  firft  ^es  in  order  to  fettle  the  fenfe  of 
^  the  foiptures  in  difputed  points.  He  is  theie- 
**  fore  not  at  liberty  to  affume  any  Icnfc  of  the 
"  fcripturcs,  which,  becaufe  it  is  his  own,  he 

may  be  pleafed  to  call  the  clear  fenfe,  for  a  proof 
•*  th*it  the  original  faith  was  fuch  as  would  confirm  , 

the  fenfe  he  wiihes  to  cftabliOi/* 


•*  So  long,"  you  fay,  as  the  fixth  page  of  the 
^  &C&  volume  of  i)r.  Pricftky's  HUU^ry  (ball  be 

0  2  extant 
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**  exunt,  liic  mafters  of  the  dialectic  art  will  be  at 
no  lofs  for  an  example  of  the  drculamig  fyllo- 
"  gifm/*  But  unlefs  they  be  provided  with  one 
already,  you  muft  look  out  for  them  eile where,  as 
this  you  have  now  pitched  upon  will  not  anfwer 
their  purpofe,  if  they  be  ttsHlj  matters  of  the 
diale(9:ic  art. 

Had  I  produced  no  other  proof  of  the  unitarianifm  : 
of  the  /ct'ipsurcsy  bcfides  that  of  the  primitive  | 
churchy  and  aMb  no  other  proof  of  the  unitarianifm  of  \ 
the  primitive  church,  befides  that  of  the  fcriptura, 
I  ihould  have  argued  in  a  circle.    But  you  wiU 
find  that  I  have  ixen  far  from  doing  this. 

Is  it  not  ufual  with  all  writers  who  wifti  to  prove 
two  ibingSf  which  mutually  prove  each  other»  to 
obferve  that  they  do  prove  each  other  ;  and  there- 
fore, that  whatever  evidence  can  be  alledgcd  for  | 
either  of  them,  is  fully  in  point  with  re(pe&  to  the 
other  i   Now  this  is'  all  that  I  have  done  mth  i 
refpeft  to  the  unitarianifm  of  the  fcriptures,  and 
of  the  primitive  church,  which  prove  each  other  i  ; 
only  that,  in  my  Hiftory^  I  do  not  profefs  to  enter  , 
into  the  feparatc  proof  of  the  unitarian  dodtrinc  from 
the  fcripturesb 

This  I  there  uke  for  granted  had  been  fufficientiy 
done  already  by  myfelf  and  others;  and  I  therefore 
proceed  to  prove  the  unitarianifm  of  the  primitive 
church  from  ifidependent  evidence  \  only  obferviog 
that  the  uniurian  do&ine  having  been  taught  by  the 

apgftks 
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apoftles  is  likewifc  a  proof  of  the  fame  thing.  But 
this  I  €Ould  not  fuppole  would  have  aoy  weight  with 
tbofe  who  are  trinitarians,  though  it  was  not  im* 
proper  to  meniioa  it  with  n:fpc<5t  to  others^  with 
whom  it  would  have  weight. 

I  might  have  urged  another  kind  of  argument 
againft  both  the  divinity  and  the  pre-exiftence  oS 
Chrifty  viz.  from  the  do&rine  of  the  materiality  of 
man^  which  I  prefume  has  been  fufficiently  proved  in 
my  DifquifUions  onMattir  and  Spirit.  I  maintain  that 
there  is  no  more  reafon  why  a  man  ihould  be  fup- 
pofed  to  have  an  iniiiiateriai  principle  within  him, 
than  that  a  a  pkni^  or  a  mojgnet^  fliould  haire 
one  ;  becaufe,  in  all  thefe  cafes,  there  is  juft 
thciame  diiBcuIty  in  imagining  any  connexion  be- 
tween the  vifibk  matter  of  which  they  confift,  and 
^he  invifible  powers  of  which  they  are  pofleffed. 
If  uHiverfal  concomitance  be  the  foundation  of  all 
9ur  realbning  concerning  caules  and  efte^ts,  the 
organized  brain  of  a  man  mud  be  deemed  to  be 
the  proper  feat^  and  immediate  caufe  of  his  fcnfation 
and  thinking,  as  much  as  the  inward  ftru&ure  of  a 
magnet,  vrhatever  that  be,  is  the  caufc  of  its  power 
of  attrading  iron. 

This  is  a  very  (hort  and  plain  argument,  perfeftly 
confonant  to  all  our  reafoning  in  philofophy  ;  and 
it  is  condufive  agsdnll  the  dodbrine  of  a  foul,  and 
confequently  againd  the  whole  fyftem  of  pre-cxift- 
eoce.  If  then  Peter,  James,  and  John,  had  no 
pre-exiftem  ftate,  it  muft  be  contrary  to  all  analogy 
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to  fuppofe  Jefus  to  have  pre-exifted.   Hi)  being  a 

prophtc,  and  having  a  power  of  working  miracles, 
can  make  no  juft  exception  in  his  favour  i  for  then 

every  preceding  prophet  muft  have  pre-cxifted* 

I  think  I  have  aUb  proved  in  my  Di/^uifitions^  that 
the  dodrine  of  a  fouly  as  a  fubftance '  diftinft  from 
the  body,  and  capable  of  being  happy  or  miferable 
when  the  body  is  in  the  grave,  was  borrowed  f  rom 
pagan  philofophy,  is  totally  repugnant  to  the  fyftem 
of  revelation,  and  unknown  in  the  fcriptures  j  which 
fpeak  of  no  reward  for  the  righteous,  or  punifhmenc 
for  the  wicked,  before  the  general  refurteAion,  and 
the  coming  of  Chrift  to  judge  the  world. 

I  miglit  therefore  have  urged  that,  fince  the  doc^ 

trine  of  Ciirill's  pre-exiftence,  is  contrary  to  reafon, 
and  was  never  taught  by  Chrilt  or  his  apoiUeS| 
it  could  not  have  been  the  faith  of  thdr  Im- 
mediate difciples,  in  the  firft  ages  of  chriftianity. 
This  atgument  will  have  its  weight  with  thoie  wIk>  * ' 
rejeft  the  doftrine  of  a  lout,  and  make  them  look 
with  fufpicion  upon  any  pretended  proof  of  the 
doctrine  of  Chrift's  pre^xiftence,  and  of  its  having 
been  the  faith  of  the  apoftolical  age,  as  well  as  their 
previous  perfuafion  that  fuch  is  not  the  doftrine  of 
the  fcriptures.  And  fince  all  the  three  pofitions  are 
capable  of  independent  proof,  the  urging  of  chcm 
Y^ould  not  have  been  arguing  in  a  circle^  but  the 
adducing  of  ^proper  cpUaferal  evidme. 

■ 

I  an,  &c. 

LETTER 
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LETTER  I. 

Of  the  Arffimni  from  the  writhes  of  the  ApofiUs 

mi  the  apojtolical  Fathers. 

Dbar  Sir, 

BEFORE  I  coofider  what  you  have  faid  with 
refpeft  to  the  apoitolical  fathers,  I  muft  take 

fomc  notice  of  what  you  have  advanced  with  refpcft 
CO  the  argomeot  from  fcripture  \  though,  in  chis 
Charge^  you  do  not  profefiedly  go  upon  that 
ground. 

_  ^ 

You  take  it  for  granted  that  the  kgos^  mentioned 

in  the  introduction  to  the  goipcl  of  John,  muft  be  a 
perfon^  and  not  a  mere  attribuu^  becaufe  it 
is  referred  to  by  the  pronoun  This  * 

•*  perfon,'*  you  lay,  **  (for  that  is  the  natural  force 
**  of  the  Greek  pronoun  ^loi)  this  perfon  was 
ia  the  beginning  with  God.  All  things,  were 
**  made  by  him,  &c.*'  Whereas,  this  pronoun 
may  refer  to  any  tiling  that  is  of  the  lame  gender 
m  the  Greek  language,  whether  it  be  a  perfon  or 
not  and  it  requires  but  a  moderate  acquaintance 
with  the  New  Teftament  to  obierve  inftaoces  of  it 
even  there  i  as  in  Matt.  vii.  1 2.  ^rr  o  t of^of 
Ihis  is  the  law^  and  Rev.  xx.  14.  ovto^  k/h  • 
J%yT%fH  ^MtAiof,  this  is  the  fecond  death. 

The  fame  pronoun  refers  to  the  tempky  Httf 
John  ii.  201  to  breads  afrot^  John  vi.  50  i 
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to  ftones,  M-^^i.  Malt,  iv.3,  A&ir.  1 1 ;  a  faluiati&n, 

ttff7ra.ff[Aof,  Luke  i.  29,  and  not  lefe  than  eight 
times  to  ^o>of>  where  it  ceruinly  means  nothiag 
more  than  fpeecby  as  Matt.  xxTui.  1 5,  fee.  To  f^r 
tisfy  yourlclf^  only  look  into  aiiy  Concordance 
of  the  Greek  teftament. 

The  Ugps  of  John,  therefore,  may  be  ^  mecc 
attribute  of  the  Father,  though  it  be  the  ant©* 
cedent  to  tlic  pronoun  «7  0j.  for  you  will  hardly 
lay  that  the  Am,  or  dioiJI^  or  the  tmfle^  &c.  &c. 
is  a  real  perfon,  capable  of  intenuon  and  adion. 
Befidest  I  do  fuppofc  that  John  ufes  a  figurative 
fir/oMifieaihn^  which  would  require  the  faim  forms 
of  fpeech  as  if  he  had  intended  to  ijpealc  of  a  real 
pcrlon. 

You  alfo  find  a  reference  to  the  pre-exiltent  ftate 
qS  our  Saviour  in  x  John  iv.  2,  where  it  is  iaid 
tvery  Spirii  tUt  eonfeffes  that  Jefus  Cbrift  is  come 
in  the  fl^  is  of  Cod ;  by  which  you  Uy,  p.  i5» 

the  opinion  that  Chrift  was  truly  a  man  is 
«•  very  aukwardly  and  unnaturally  exprefleJ.  The 
•*  turn  ot  the  cxprdlion,**  you  add,  "  feems  to  lead 

to  the  notion  of  a  being  who  had  his  cfaoks  ojf 

different  ways  of  coming,**  • 

On  the  other  hand,  I  think  the  phrafe  fufficienily 
fimilar  to  other  Jcwilh  phrafcs,  of  which  we  find 
various  examples  in  die  fcriptures,  and  that  it 
inay  be  cspbuned  by  the  phraie  farsaier  of 
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fkflf  af$J  hhffd^  Hebrews  ii.  14.    If  the  word 

coming  mull  nccelTarily  mean  coming  froin  bcaven^ 
and  imply  a  pre-cxiiknt  ftate,  John  the  Baptilt 
mtift  have  pre-exifted :  for  our  Saviour  ufes  that 
expreliion  concerning  him,  as  wcli  as  concerning 
liimfelf,  Mau.  xi.  18,  19.  John  came  neither  eaii^g 
mr  ^ttking,  and  tbey  fay  be  hath  a  demcn.  The 
Sen  of  Man  came  eating  and  drinking^  (oV.  It 
may  alio  be  afldrted  with  more  certainty  ftill 
concerning  all  the  apoftles  that  they  pre  ejdfted ; 
for  our  Saviour,  in  his  prayer  for  them,  refpedl^ 
ing  their  rnii&on,  makes  ufe  ot  the  term,  worlds 
which  is  not  found  in,  i  John  iv.  2,  where 
he  fays,    John  xvii.  18.  yh  thou  haft  fcnt  me 

iMio  the  worid^      ^^^f  ^  ^^^^ 
furld* 

The  phrafe  earning  in  the  flefh^  in  my  opinion, 
refers  very  naturally  to  the  do&rine  of  the  Gnoftics* 

who  fuppoled  Chrift  to  be  a  iupcr-angelic  Ipirir, 
which  deicen(j$:d  iVpm  heaven,  and  entered  into  die 
bod  y  of  Jefos.  The  phrafe  be  that  Jbeuld  eome^  or  wha 
'i^as  to  come  (Iiis  coming  luiving  being  foretold 
by  the  prophets)  appears  to  have  been  familiar 
to  the  Jews,  to  denote  the  Meffiah :  but  with  them  - 
it  certainly  did  not  imply  any  coming  down  from 
heaven,  becaufe  tbey  had  no  iuch  idea  coaceiaing 
(heir  Meffiah. 

I  ice  no  trace,  therefore,  in  the  cpiftle  of  John 
^  way  more  than  one  berefj.   He  neither  exprefsly 
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fiys,  or  hints  that  there  were  two  %  and  part  of  his 
defcription  of  this  one  herefy  evidently  points  to 
that  of  the  Gnoftics,  as  is  acknowledged  by  your- 
felf ;  and  this  herefy  was  as  diiterent  as  poiiible 
fiom  that  of  the  Ebionites.  The  early  writeis  who 
fpcak  of  them  mention  them  as  two  offofitt  bmjies^ ' 
c»fking  in  the  lame  early  period  ;  fo  that  it  is  very 
Improbable  a  friori^  that  "  the  fame  expteffion,^ 
as  you  lay,  p.  16,  •*  Ihould  be  equally  levelled  at 
**  them  both."  Gnofticifm  being  certainly  con- 
demned therefore  by  the  apoftle,  and  not  the 
do&rine  of  the  Ebionites,  I  conclude  that  in  the 
latter*  which  is  allowed  to  have  cxiited  rn  his 
lime,  he  faw  nothing  worthy  of  cenfure  5  but  that 
it  was  the  doftrinc  which  he  himfelf  had  taught. 
If  this  apoftle  had  thought  as  you  do  with  reipedl 
to  it,  why  did  ht  not  cenfure  it  unequivocally*  as 

jou  do,  and  with  as  much  feverlty  ? 
» 

Tcrtullian,  indeed,  maintained,  that  by  thofe  who 

denied  that  Cbriji  was  come  in  the  fiejh^  John  meant 
theGnoftics,  and  that  by  thofe  who  denied  that 7^ 
was  the  J  on  of  God^  he  meant  the  EbionitC^*.  He 
had  no  idea  that  the  former  expreffion  only  could 
inchide  both.  But  as  the  Gnoftics  maintdned  that 
Jefus2j\di  the  Chrijt  were  different  perfons,  the  latter 
having  come  from  heaven*  and  being  the  fon  of 
God,  whereas  Jefus  was  the  fon  of  man  only,  die 
ttpreflion  oi  ^Jefus  being  the  fon  qf  God  is  as  diredUy 

*  De  Piatftriptiona  HsicdconiJD,  feft.  xxMm.  p.  214. 

oppofed 


Digitized  by  Google 


Dr.      H   O   R   S  L   E  Y.  tf 

oppofed  to  the  doArine  of  ilie  Gnoftics  as  that  q( 

Cbrifi  cotning  in  lbs  Jiejb, 

You  fay,  p.  17,  I1:  appears,  therefore,  that  to 
«*  conrels  that  Jefus  Chrift  is  conic  in  the  flelh,  and 
^*  to  affirm  that  Jefus  Chrift  is  truly  a  man,  are  pro* 

pofitions  not  perfedly  equivalent.  Dr.  Pricftley 
"  indeed  has  fhewn  himfelf  very  knfible  of  the  dif- 
^  femce.   He  would  not  have  otherwife  found  it 

neceiGury  for  the  improvement  of  his  argument, 
^  in  reciting  the  third  vtrfe  of  the  4th  chapter  ot  St. 

John's  lit  epiitk,  to  change  the  expreifion  which 
M  he  feuAd  in  the  public  tnuiflatton,  for  another 
•*  which  correfponds  far  Ids  exactly  with  tiie  Greek 

tdit.  For  the  words  that  Jefus  Chrift  is  come 
f«  in  the  flefli,  Dr.  Prieftlcy  fubftitutcs  thefc,  Jefus 

Chrift  is  come  of  the  flelh/'  You  add  afterwards. 

He  mig^  think  it  00  unwarrantable  liberty  to 
corrcft  an  eirpreffion,  which,  as  not  perfedtly 
**  correfpooding  with  his  own  fyftem,  he  could  not 
^  entirely  approve.    It  wouki  have  been  but  fair  to 

**  advertilc  his  readers  of  fo  capital  an  emendation. 
"  An  emendation  tor  which  no  fupport  is  to  be 
^  found  in  the  Greek  textt  noreven  m  the  varieties 
»*  of  any  MSS-" 

I  am  forry.  Sir,  that  my  printer,  or  my  own 

miftake,  fhould  have  given  you  all  this  trouble  in 
confuking  MSS.  &c.  1  do  alTure  you  I  had  no 
knowledge  of  having  made  a  change  in  a  fingie  word 
in  copying  that  text,  nor  (hould  I  have  wilhed  to 

have  made  any  change  at  all  in  it^  thinking  that, 

as* 
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as  it  now  ftands,  it  is  quite  as  much  for  my  purpofe 
as  that  which  you  fuppofe  I  have  purpofely  fubili- 
tuted  in  its  place.   Had  you  thought  me  capable  of 

an  attempt  of  this  kind,  you  rtiould  not  have 
afcribed  to  me,  as  you  have  done»  die  greateft  purity 
if  intiuHon  in  al^  that  I  have  written  on  this  ful^e&i 

I  now  proceed  to  remark  on  what  you  have  ob* 
Icrved  from  Clemens  Romanus^  concerning  the 

i^ic-exiftencc  of  Chrill, 

■ 

You  think  that,  through  my  exceffive  zeal  for  an 

hypothefis,  I  niake  every  thing  to  tavour  it :  but  I 
hardly  think  that  you  can  hnd  any  thing  in  my 
ateempt  to  fupport  the  Socinian  do£trine,  that  dif* 
covers  more  zeal  than  you  manifeft  in  fupport  oi 
the  Athanafian  onei  and  I  think  that  exceiiiiPt 
zeal  has  mtfled  you  in  as  remarkable  a  manner 
as  you  iuppofe  mine  to  h^vc  milled,  noe*   I  caa  no 
otherwiie  account  for  your  aflertingv  p.  i6»  That 
the  notion  of  Chrrft  having  had  his  choice  of 
V  di6Ferent  ways  of  coming  into  the  world,,  is 
explicitly  exprefied  in  a  book  little  inferior  ia 
authority  to  the  canonical  writings,  in  the  firft 
cpilUe  of  Clemens  Komanus,  in  a  paiiage  of 
that  cpiftle  which  Dr.  Prieftley,  fomewhat  un- 
fortunately  for  his  caufc,  has  chufen  for  the  bafis 
•*  of  an  argument  of  that  hoJy  I  ather's  heterodoxy, 
^  The  fceptcr  of  the  majefty  of  Gpdt  fays  Clemens^ 
**  Our  Lord  Jcfus  Chrilt,  cani^  not  in  cHl:  pon^p  of 
pride  and  arrogance,  aUbougb  be  had  U.m  bis 
^<  fowcr.   Clemeps  it  ieems  conceived  that  the 
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manner  of  coming  was  in  the  power  and  choice 
of  the  perfon  who  was  to  come/' 

Of  this  I  have  no  doubt,  but  the  queilion 
is  from  whence  be  was  then  to  come»  Clemens 
does  not  fay  that  it  was  from  heaven  to  earib.  Thac 
is  entirely  your  own  interpretation,  for  which  I  fee  no 
ground  at  all ;  iince  the  phrafe  is  fo  eafily  explained 
by  his  entering  upon  his  commtffion,  as  a  public 
teacher  i  when,  being  invcllcd  with  the  power  of 
working  miracles,  he  never  made  any  oftentatious 
clifplay  of  it,  or  indeed  exerted  it  for  his  own 
benetic  in  any  refpedt.  . 

Bl fides  Clemens  Romanus,  vou  refer  to  the 
cpiities  of  Ignatius,  for  a  proof  of  the  early  know- 
ledge of  the  do&rine  of  Chrift's  divinity.  The 

holy  Father,"  you  fay,  p.  19,  hardly  ever 
**  mentions  Chrift  without  introducing  fome  ex- 

piicit  aifertion  of  his  divinity,  or  without  joining 
^*  with  the  name  of  Chrilt  lome  epithet  in  which  ' 
^  it  is  implied."  All  this  is  very  true,  according 
to  our  prdent  copies  of  Ignatius's  epiftles.  But 
you  muil  know  rh.at  the  genuinenefs  of  them  is 
not  only  very  much  doubted,  but  generally  given 
up  by  the  learned ;  and  it  was  not  perfeftly 
ingenuous  in  you  to  conceal  that  circumllance. 
Firft  provie  thofe  epiftles^  as  we  now  have  theoit 
to  be  the  genuine  writings  of  Ignatius,  and  then 
make  all  the  ule  of  them  that  you  can. 

I  am,  &C 

.  LETTER 
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* 

LETTER  II. 

Of  the  dtfim£iion  between  the  Ebionites  and  ibi 

Nazarenes. 

I 

Dor  Sir, 

IT  has  been  imagined  by  Tome,  that  there  was 
a  diftcrence  between  the  doctrine  of  the  l:«bio* 
nices,  and  that  of  the  Nazareoes  concerning  the 
pcrfon  of  Chrift  the  former  diib^licving  the 
miraculous  conception,  and  the  latter  maintaining 
it ;  whereas  I  have  faid  that  I  can  find  no  fufficient 
auLiiority  lur  that  difference  ;  that  which  has  been 
thought  to  have  been  the  pecuhar  opinion  of  the 
Nazarenes^  being  exprefsly  afcribed  to  one  branch 
of  the  Ebionites,  by  Origen,  Eulcbius,  Epipluiiiui, 
and  perhaps  other  ancient  wrkers, 

'And  as  to  any  Nazarenes  who  believed  that 
Chrift  was  any  thing  more  tlian  man,  I  find  no 
trace  of  'them  in  hiftory  ;  fo  that  it  is  highly  pro* 
bable  that  the  Nazarcncs  oi  the  fecond  century 
weft  the  ,lame  people  with  thole  of  the  fiift,  or 
the  primitive  Jewifti  Chriftians,  and  that  they  were 
called  Ebionites  by  way  of  reproach. 

■ 

To  the  arguments  from  Origen  and  Euiebius 
you  fay  nothing,  but  with  refpcd:  to  that  from 
Epiphanius  your  condud  is  very  particular  in- 
deed.   On  my  faying  that  **  Ej/iphanius  exprcUly 

fays  that  iibion  held  the  lame  opinion  with 
"  the  Nazarcncs/*  you  fay,  p.  77,  "  The  only 

"  inference 
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^*  inference  co  be  made  from  this  aflerdon  it 
chts^  that  Dr.  Prieftley  has  never  troubled 

htmfelf  to  read  more  of  Epiphanius's  account 
of  the  £bionites  than  the  firft  eleven  words  of 
the  firft  fcntencc.  Had  he  read  the  firft  fcn- 
tence  to  the  end,  he  would  have  found  chat 

^  Ebion,  although  he  arofe  firom  the  fcfaool  of  . 
the  Nazarenes,   and   held  fimilar  opinions, 

«  preached  aifo  other  dodrines^  of  which  he  was 
the  firft  inventor.  Among  thcfe  novelties^  by 
the  confenc  of  all  antiquity^  though  not  with 
Dr.  Prieftley's  leaver  we  place  the  mere  hurna-* 
nity  of  Chrift,  with  or  without  the  xniraculous 
conception.** 

■ 

I  fhall  not  return  your  ofFcnfive  language, 
but  had  you  yourieif  read  the  fecond  pfU'agraph 
in  this  feftion»  you  would  have  found  that  your 
remark  had  no  foundation  whatever.  For  it 
there  appears,  that  chough,  according  to  chia 
writer,  the  Ebionites  and  Nazarenes  did  diflfer 
in  fome  other  particulars,  it  was  not  wich  reipeA 
even  to  the  miraculous  conception,  much  lels 
with  refpeft  to  the  doftrine  of  the  mere  huma- 
nity of  ChriA« 

He  fays,  in  the  middle  of  the  firft  feflion, 
that  Ebion,''  whom,  in  the  24th  feAion, 
he  makes  to  be  cotemporary  with  the  apoftle 
John,     borrowed  his  abominable  rites  frcnn 
•*  th^  Samaritans,  his  opinion  (y^^/^w)  from  th« 

^  Nazarenes, 
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Nfttarenes,  his  name  from  the  Jews*,  &c/* 

And  he  fays,  in  the  beginning  of  the  fecond 

fe&ion,      he  was  cotcmporary  with  the  foroier, 

^  %nA  had  the  fanne  origin  with  them;  and 
firft  he  affcrced  that  Chrift  was  born  of  the 

*^  commerce  and  feed  of  man,  namely  Jofeph, 
as  we  fignHied  above,"  refcring  to  the  firft 

words  of  his  firft  fcdtion,  when  we  faid  that 
in  other  refpeAs,  he  agreed  with  them  all,  and 
differed  from  them  only  in  this,  viz.  in  his 
adherence  to  the  laws  of  the  jews  with  reipeit 
to  the  fabbathy  circunKrifion*  and  other  things 

"  that  were  enjoined  by  the  Jews  and  Samaritans. 

"  He  moreover  adopted  many  more  things  than 
the  Jews,  in  imitation  of  the  Samaritansf,** 

the  particulars,  of  which  he  then  proceeds  to 

mention. 

In  the  fame  fcftion  he  fpeaks  of  the  Ebion'tcs 
inhabiting  the  fame  country  as  the  Nazareues, 

4  « 

■        •  I 

*  Z«/Atfftr7«f  i^iP  y*f  x«i  ffX<'  '^^  C/€Avpor,  Ul'Aimf  Tff  th 

i.  p.  125. 

^Tiffxtt}^  •I'/pof,  tiiIkif  Tif  I^onp,  Toy  Xpjroy  yiym^^^tp 
flXf>tr,  4j(     mXi  Mfxtp  ^ponptleti,  on  ta       to/c  «eAXo/« 

IhSaio-i^V   7T^6ffa,yiyjiy,  KttleL  ffaCttjiff'l/OV,  JtJ  X6t7*  TWi'  'O'lpl- 

•i4.$i^tMf%i$fMful^t(^iitr^tl^1ai.  lb.  Sed.  iL  p.  1S5,  lad. 

and 
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tad  adds  th^c^     agreeing  together,  they  com* 

^  municated  of  their  pcrvcrfner^  to  each  other*." 

Then^  in  the  third  iedion,  he  obferves  that 

afterwards  fome  of  die  Ebionites  cAteruined  s[ 

different  opinion   concerning  Chrift,  than  than 

he  was  the  fon  of  Jcrfiqphi  fiippofing  that  after 

Elxaeus  joined  them,  they  learned  of  him  Mlbmd 

fancy  concerning  Chnll  and  the  holy  fpint  f 

•  '  •       •        .  . 

Concerning  the  Nazarcncs,  In  the  7ch  fccllon 

of  his  account  of  theai,  'he  fays  that  they  were 

Jews  in  all  refpefts,  except     that  they  believed 

in  Chrifr;  bun  I  do  not  know  whether  they 

hold  the  miraculous  conception^  or  not§/*  This 

amounts  to  no  more  than  a  doubt,  wliich  he  af* 

terwards  abandoned,  by  alTerting  that  the  Ebionites 

held  the  fame  opinion  concerning  Chriit  with  the 

Na2arehes,  which  opinioii  he  cxprefsly  ftates  16 

be  their  belief,  that  Jefus  was  a  mere  man,  and* 

the  fon  of  Jofcph. 


I  nowiippeal  to  yomfelf  whecfaer  this  does  nofr 
abundantly  juftify  my  quoting  die  imdiodty  of 


ii'l-^j  fjLiliS'aji'-*    n»cr.  30.  Sect.  il.  p.  iZy,  126, 

tbid.  ScA.  iU*  p.  }S7*  ;  J  ' 
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Eplphanioa,  whatever  that  may       tn  jbpporl  y 

©f  thcEbionites  and  Nazareacs  having  btldfbtt 
iimie  opinion  concerning  Chrifl:^  though  they 
might  differ  in  other  c^iag)i.  Pkafe  aU»  tp  ob« 
fcrve  that  thefe  Nazarcncs  were  prior  to  EbidH^ 
wba  waa  hiuMi  ca^ictofm^y  with  itaf  Kpo&\e 
John*  . 

Yott  acknowledge,  p.  29,  that,  "  in  Jerom*a 
«  time  the  Nazarcncs  were  fo  declined  from 
"  the  pure  faith  of  the  firft  race  of  Chriftians, 

and  wcub  tiecome  heiedcal  to  that  degreej  that 
"  Jerom  conBdered  them  as  a  JewiA  fe&,  rather 
"  than  a  Chriftidn/*  How  much  earlier  this  ge- 
neral defedio^  took  place  vou  do  not  fay.  Ic 
appears 9  however,  as  you  do  not  deny,  tMt 
unbelieving  Jews  called  all  thofc  of  their  race, 
wlio  were.  chrtiHans,  by  the  name  of  Ebiooites,  ia 
iht  titnedrdrigen.  Ind<£diOrigen*sown  words  are 
too  cxprcfs  to  admit  any  doubt  of  this.  Thofe,** 

ftya  fat,  iif  the  Jaws  who  believe  that  Jefus  ia 
1^  the  ChHft^  ar^ealledEbioahes*.  Andfli^Bbk^ 

nites  Origen  fays  were  oi  twoforts^  one  of  them  be- 
lieving^he  ouiaciilQiii  oooceptioo,  andtbe  other  not  % 
but  all  of  them  confidering  Chrift  as  a  meitt  man.  - 

.  Tdtt  fay,  indeed,  p.      fiat    the  word  £bio- 

nitc  had,  in  the  time  of  Origen,  out-grown  itg 
original  meaning;  for  at  laft  the  Kazarenea,^ 

f  EC^itfdtloi  ^wftATt^itffit^  oi  aro  UJ^m»9  top  War  «f 
jtf  irw  waf ^J^afitrtr.  lii  CtUoai,  lib.  it,  p.  5^ 

4  Whoft 

/ 


Digitized  by  Google 


Or.     H  O   R  S  L  E 

^  wloft  tnot  was  mhci  *  fiiperfticiMs  fifentf 

to  Acif  pradice,  than  any  deficiency  ia  ikcit 
nwrt  iaduded  hfOrigeQ  ia  the  ittfaiDf  of 

the  appellidoiL*^  But  for  this  I  muft  require 
fooie  other  evidence  than  your  bare  conjedMre; 
far  thro  be  00^  tor  bm  nwk  lAm  ibrca  of 
Ebionicca^  and  noc  iwo  ooly^  whicli  he  expreisly 

m 

That  the  Ebtott!te$  oomprised  all  the  Jewilh 

ChriAians  in  the  time  of  Origci;i^  i$  evident  from 

the  paflage  Hf'hicb  y^n  jtrnvklf  qifete  fr^  faiiw  - 

jx  76.    *»  When  you  confider  what  belief  tbej^. 
of  the  Jewilh  raoe>  whOibelieYc  in  Je(us,  enter* 
taia  af  thehr  ledeciMrf^  6mm*  ibi8ij^t«g  that^lie 

took  his  being  from  Mary  and  Jofcph,  focne 
"  indeed  from  Mary  only  and  the  divine  fpirit» 
^  btk  ftill  «ritboiit  any  belief  o£  hia^Miiity»  yoit 
"will  undcrftaad,"  &c*  Now  I  do  noc  at  all  fee 
bow,  allowing  the  otjed  of  Origen^  in  the  place 
ia  whkh  thb  paflage  h  iirtrodiiced»  to  be  the 
ritmliztttg  of  a  phnn  ficfjy  you  can  be  authorized 
to  explain  this  ocherwife  than  it  ia  IkeaaUy  as^f 
prefled.  Whatever  the  difcourie  be,  this  ia  an 
mcidental  nfention  of  a  real  faft  in  the  oourfc  of 
it  I  and  iuch  it  often  the  cleareft  of  ali  evidciicea. 

As  to  that  ftference  to  Origen  which  you  fay,  p. 
7$.  yooaie  not  abk  to  tface^  it  is  eiadly  as  I  haw 
made  it  in  my  edition  of  his  works  in  Latin  \  and 
ia  my  opinion  abundantly  aniwcrs  the  purpoic  fof 
iriMi  it  was  adduced,  as  ha  tfaaie  ijpeaki  of  all 

Ca  the 
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the  Jews  who  believed  in  Jefus,  as  thinking  him 
to  be  either  the  Ibn  of  Jofeph  and  Mary,  or  of 
Mary  and  the  holy  fpirit,  which  certainly  comprizes 
the  opinion  which  had  been  thought  to  be  peculiar 
to  the  Nazarenes  fo  that  it  is  impoflible  that  Origen 
fhould  have  imagined  that  the  Nazarenes  held  an 
opinion  concerning  Chrifl:  tliat  was  not  alfo  held  by 
fome  of  the  Ebionites.  Moreover,  as  he  is  here 
fpeaking  of  the  Jewifh  chriftians  in  general^  with- 
out making  any  exception,  it  is  natural  to  infer, 
that  he  had  never  heard  of  any  Jewifli  chriftians 
befides  thofe  whom  he  elfewhcre  calls  Ebionites, 
of  the  two  forts  particularly  fpecified  by  him  fo 
that  this  paflage  is  in  efFeft  the  lame  with  that 
which  you  have  quoted,  and  proves  more  than  I 
there  quoted  it  for. 

*  •  •  •         ■  '  . 

:  I  have  fince  procured.  Huetius's  edition  of  On- 
gen*s  Commentaries  on  the  fcriptures,  and  find  that 
tthe  paflage  which  you  have  quoted  exaftly  corref- 
ponds  to  that  which  I  had  made  ufe  of.  But  the 
original  Greek  is  more  exprefsly  to  my  purpofc 
than  the  Latin. 

In  a  paflage  not  far  diftant  from  this,  Origen 
confiders  the  Ebionites  in  general  as  not  belieVing 
the  miraculous  conception,  while  the  gentile  chrif- 
tians in  general,  though  with  fome  exceptions, 
believed  that  doftrine.  "  By  the  men,"  he  fays, 
*i  who  blamed  the  blind  man,  who  rcprefents 
"  the  Ebionites  (unbelievers  in  the  miraculous  con- 
**  caption)  wc  may  underftand  the  gentiles,  who, 

"  with 
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with  few  exceptions,  think  ttvit  Chrift  wak 

**  born  of  the  Virgin  only 

♦*  That  the  Jewifh  converts  were  remarkabl)f 
^  prone  to  the  .£bionasan  herefy,  frona  which  the 
**  gentile  churches  in  general  were  pure,  is  tlic  * 
•*  moft,"you  lky,p.77.**  that canbe concluded  frpm 
^  this  pafiage,  ftren^thened  as  it  might  be  with 
"  another  fomewhat  to  the  fame  purpofe,  in  the 
"  commentaries  upon  St.  John's  golpel.  But 
what  tf  it  were  proved  that  the  whole  fe£k  of 
"  the  Nazarenes  was  abforbed  in  the  Ebionj^an 
herefy  m  the  days  of  Origen  ?  What  evidence 
*^  would  that  afford  of  the  identity  of  the  Nazatenes 
**  and  the  Ebionites  in  earlier  times  ?  And  even 
•*  that  identity,  if  it  were  proved,  what  evidence 
would  it  afford,  that  the  church  of  Jerufalem 
had  been  originally  unitarian  under  her  firft 
biihops  of  the  circumcifion."  * 

I  anfwer  that  if  the  Jewiih  chriftons  were 
univerfally  Ebioni|es  in  the  time  of  Origen>  the 
probability  is,  that  they  were  even  generally  fo  in 
the  time  ot  the  apoftles ;  and  that  their  hoefy,^ 
it  is  called,  did  exift  in  the  time  of  the  apoftles,  is 
abundantly  evident.  Whole  bodies  of  men  do  noc 
my  liMm  change  their  c^inions.  And  if»  as  you 
allow,  the  Jewifh  chriftians  were  diftinguiflied  by 
the  name  of  Nazarenes  (whom  I  think  I  have 
proved  to  be  the  fame  with  the  Ebiooifies^  who  all 
bcHeved  Cbrift  to  be  a  mere  man)  from  the  time 
Siv^  they  were  fetded  in  the  country  beyond  cbQ 
5.  Cppu^^t.  in  M«tt.  xqU  U  ^  4aftK  .  % 

...  C  ^  fca 
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icfl  of  GaUlce,  you  carry  the  opinions  of  the  Ebio* 
nites,  as  univerfally  held  by  the  Jewiib  chrUlians  to 
the  very  age  of  the  apoftles;  for  they  mired  into 
that  country  on  the  approach  of  the  Jewifh  war, 
About  which  time  the  apoftles  went  oft  the  ^tage* 

Since  all  the  Jewilh  chridiaas  were  called  Na- 
pame%  or  Ehkmitest  and  all  the  writers  that  meii* 
tion  them  fpcak  of  the  doftrinc  of  thofe  fcfts 
in  general^  and  not  thofe  of  their  awn  time  in 
particular,  as  bdng  that  Chrift  was  a  meie  maa ;  the 

natural  inference  isp  that  thofe  fefts,  or  the  Jewifll 
Chriftians,  did  in  all  times^  after  they  became  fo 
diftinguiflied  (which  is  allowed  to  have  been  juft 
before,  or  prcfcnily  after  the  deftruftion  of  Jeru* 
£dein)  hold  that  do&rine.  And  fuppoiing  this  to 
have  been  the  cafe,  is  it  not  almofk  certain,  that  the 
apoftlcs  themfclves  muft  have  taught  it  ?  Can  it 
be  foppofed  that  the  whok  Jewilh  church  ihould 
have  abandoned  die  doArlne  of  the  diraitty  of 
Chrift,  within  fo  few  years  after  the  death  of  the 
ipoftleiy  if  t^  had  ever  moeived  it  from  them? 
As  far  as  I  yet  (ee,  Jewifh  chriftians  who  were  not 
Kwuenes,  or  Ebionites,  or  Nazarenes  who  held 
any  other  doAite  oooeBning  Chrift  than  tim  be 

was  a  mere  man,  arc  unknown  in  biftorj',  wd  have 

W  but  in  imagyuUon. 

Tbit  thofe  who  were  called  Nazarenes  were  as 
liir  #am  thinking  Chrift  to  be  God  as  the  Eik- 

ntfes,  is  evident  from  the  moft  unexceptionable  evi- 

dtncCf  Among  othersy  is  the  teftiOMiny  of  ^i?e$* 
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4br#/>thovgjb,  not  having  the  original,  I  am  obligo^ 
10  quo^  i;  ut  fecond  kwd^  This  I  flisU  do  fron^ 
Suiars  Tbefaurusy  under  the  article  Ebion.  Hf 
ii^Sj  <^  ti^  Nazarug^  1^:6  Jews^  who  refpcft 
^  Chrift  at  a  righteoius  man  V  Aji4  Tbeodorcc 
lived  in  Syria,  where  he  had  the  bcft  opportunity 

Qf  being  acquaiotcd        cbc  ftate  of  «be  JcwiQ^ 

churches. 

It  IS  rather  extraordinary  that  fuch  a  point 
fliould  now  be  m^de .of  finding  ibme  diference  pf 
importance  between  the  Na^arenes  aod  die  Ebig* 
nites,  when  no  critic,  J  believe,  of  any  name  in 
the  lad  age  pretended  tp  find  any.  The  learn- 
ed Jeremiah  Jones,  after  dilpofing  in  oppcv 
fite  columns  all  that  he  could  colleA  con- 
cerning them,  botb^fmoi  the  beft  authocicieSy  CPU- 
dades  with  faying,  ^  It  is  plain  there  waa  • 
€f  y^j-y  gj^eat  agreement  between  th^^fe  two  at;- 

cient  k&%  h  and  though  they  w<nt  under  dif*- 
^  fercnc  names,  yet  they  (eem  only  to  diflfer  in 

this,  that  the  Ebionites  had  made  fome  addiuon 
^  to  the  old  Nazarene  fyflem.  For  Orifpen  tells  ua 

••  they  were  called  Ebionites,  who  from  among  the 
Jews  owned  Jcfus  to  be  the  Chrift  f-"  The  ruo- 
ning  title  of  this  chapter  Jg|  Tkt  Jfazamm  snd 

Ebionites  tb^  Jam.  ^ 

As  4o  the  general  teftimony  of  Eu&bius,  and 
^Mmt  writers,  theo^iiblifca  iKtiei(enin.ite 

t  Joaaron ths Cam»  vdl.  p.itf» 

C4  of 
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of  Chrift^  that  the  church  of  Jcrufalem  towards 

the  clofc  of  the  apoftolic  age  (for  it  is  not  pre- 
tended chat  the  apoilles  taii{Tht  that  dodhne  clearly, 
and  therefore  not  with  efieA,  at  the  opening  of  their 

commifTion)  was  orthodox  ia  their  fcnfc  of  the 
word,  It  is  noft  to. be  regarded,  unlcls  they  bring 
-ibme  fufficient  proof  of  dieir  aiTertion.  Thef 
were,  no  doubt,  willing  to  have  it  thought  lb ; 
jAnA,  without  confidering ,  it  very  particularly» 
ipight  prefutne  that  it  was  fo :  but  the  faAs  whic^ 
they  themielves  record,  and  the  account  which 
they  give  of  the  condu6l  of  the  ^poftles  in  divulg* 
ing  this  doArine  to  the*  Jews,  make  it  highly  im- 
probable that  the  cafe  ihould  I^ve  been^  as  ia 
gener4  terms  they  aflert. 

Thpy.  furnifh  as  particular  evidence,  againit 
their  own  general  teftimony,  as  we  can  expeft  to 
find  at  thisdiftance  of  time,  fuppofing  the  faft  to 
}iave  been  the  revcrfe  of  what  theyaiicrti  and 
the  ftate  of  things  in  after  times^  and  even  in 
their  own,  was  fuch  as  can  never  be  acounted  for, 
agreeably  to  the  known  principles  of  human  na* 
ture,  on  the  fuppofition  that  it  was  originally 
fyi,ch  as  they  reprefent  it  to  be.  The  gener^ 
prevalence  of  the  unitarian  dodrine  among  the 
common  people  id  the  Gentile  world,'  and  the 
univerfal  prevalence  of  it  among  the  Jews,  fi-om 
the  tiine  diac  they  were  diftingoiihed  the  name 
of  Ebionitcs,  or  Nazarcnes  (which  was  immedi- 
atcly  after  the  age  of  the  apoftics)  is  totally  in- 
confiftent  ^ith  the  i^ea  tf  the  divinity  of  Choft 


Digitized  by  Google 


Dr.    h  o  r  s  l  e  y.  «5 

paving  been  the  univerfal,  or  the  general  opinicw^ 
in  che  cime  ot  (he  apoitlcs*  . 

4 

9 

I  am>  &Ci 

■  « 

♦ 

LETTER  HI. 

!fkat  (he  frimidve  UmUrians  wire  not  cotifuUred 
Dear  Sir, 

AMONG  the  ixiraoagMi  affertimu^'  1*700 
call  them,  of  D.  Zwickcr,  and  which  you 
iay  were  adopted  by  Eptfcopius,  you  mendony 
p.  7*  diat  of     the  opuiion  of  the  mere  bunMnity 
of  Chrift  having  prevailed  very  generally  in  the 
f *  firft.  ages,  4nd  having  jiever  been  deemed  here- 
tical  by  the  fathers  of  the  orthodox  perfiiafion, 
^<  at  ieaft  not  in  fuch  a  degree  as  to  exclude  them 
H  from  the  communion  of  thechurdi*''  But  you 
fay  that  Epifcopius,  "  from  his  charitable  temper, 
g^vc  ealy  credit  to  the  unitarian  writers,  wheO; 
^  they  repreiemed  the  diflSerenGej  of  opinion  in  the 
early  churches  as  much  greater  than  ever  really 
«  obtained^  and  the  tendemefs  for  fe£i:aries  as 
more  than  was  erer  pradlilcd.^ 

If  1  was  difpoied  to  copy  your  ufuai  language  to 
me  upon  this  occafion,  1  might  have  full  fcopc ; 
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US  wImi  ymi  now  advtnce  is  the  very  oevtrfe  of  die 

faft  i  and  how  you  came  to  inifappcchcnd  fo  plain 
a  cafe,  concerning  which  T  believe  no  writers  of 
ccdefiaftical  hiftoiy  ever  differed,  I  do  not  take 

upon  me  to  fay,  but  leave  others  to  judge.    That  • 

there  were  as  proper  unitarians  io  the  very  age  of 
the  apoftlesy  as  any  who  ate  fo  termed  at  thia  day 
(mylelf  by  no  means  excepted)  and  differing  as 
much  from  what  is  now  called  the  orthodox  faith, 
I  will  venture  to  lay  was  never  queftioned  $  and 
diat  thefe  ancient  unitarians  were  not  then  expelM 
from  chriftian  focieues,  as  heptdcs,  is,  I  believe,  as 
generally  allowed.  It  Was,  as  you  fey,  acknow* 
Icdged  by  Epifcopius  the  Arian,  and  it  is  likcwife 
allowed  by  Moiheim  the  trinterian^  who  iiiys, 
m|.  i.  p.  19-1.  ^However  ready  many  «may^we 
^  been  to  embrace  this  erroneous  dodrine,  it  does 
^  not  jppear  .that  this  left  formed  to  cbemfelyes  ji 
;fif>arate  place  of  worlhip,  or  removed  themUvcs 
^  fitom  the  ordinary  aiTemblies  of  chriftians."  But 
does  it  opt  alio  foUaw  bom  the  tuxit  faA,  that 
tbde  unitarians  were  not  expelled  from  chriftian 
ibci^s  by  others,  M  they  ceruinly  would  have 
bectii  if  they  had  been  eonfidered  as  heretics? 

At  .the  fame  time  the  Gnoftics  were  in  a  very 
4}i£^mit  pr edicameuti  und  had  ksm  fo  from  the 

,  beginning.  Mofheim  fays,  vol.  i.  p.  loS.  "  From 
feveral  paflagea  of  the  iaoed  writings,  it  tvi^ 
dently  appears,  that  even  in  the  firft  century, 
•*  the  general  meetings  of  chriftians  were  defei ted, 
and  iej^ur^^afiemblies  fjormcd^  in.fevenl  phmsb 
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perfims  iafirdod  wkh  the  Gnoftic  lierefy; 
lbou£^»"  he  adds,  ^  thi$  le£t  was  aoc  ccbi* 
M  fpicuous  for  itt  nuinbers»  or  icpMtacioiit  Jbjsfoif 
the  time  of  Adriao/* 

Enrf  hMk/^  &f%  Jdom*  "  is  born  io  ib/f 

^  church,  but  is  caft  out  of  the  church,  and  fights 
againft  the  church       Auftm  fays,     As  iboA 
«<  as  any  bfeidy  rrifteri,  k  iepanted  icfdf  from  tbo 

Catholic  churchf."  Terculliaa  fays,  *«  If  tlmt 
be  heretics,  they  canaot  be  cbriftiaos 

That  TcrtuUian  did  not  confider  unitarians  as 
excluded  from  the  name  apd  the  aikmbto  of 
chriftisos,  is  evideof  from  wiat  he  lays  concerning 

tlic  apcjtle's  creeds  the  fcveral  articles  of  wliich,  ^ 
it  flood  in  his  time*  he  recites ;  aiiertvig  that  i( 
i#as  die  only  proper  fibndard  of  fiuth,  and  that  the 

church  admiticU  of  a  variety  of  opimons  Ia  othei: 
rdpe^ 

•  Omnis  cnim  haereticus  nafcitur  in  ccclcfia,  fed  de  ecclfclU 
projicitury  et  conteodiL  ec  pu^Dat  contra  parcntem.  In  Jerem, 
22.  vol*  tv.  p.  277* 

t  Stttem  enlm  anifMKiie  herxfit  nt  cjriftebat,  et  a  con. 
gregatione  CathoHcx  commaiiioaia  exibat,  &c.  0e  Bi^fina 
(p'oatn  PonaliiUit  JLib,  5*  cap*  19.  vol.  vii.  pb  446* 

%  Si  cnim  hxrccici  funt,  Chriiliaot  efTe  dob  poflilBt.  0t 
Praefcriptione  Hcr€Ucoriisi»  feA.  zxxvii.  p.  315. 

TcrtuUian,  in  Ua  tmtife  De  Pnefcriptione  Hsereticornm, 
aukfii  but  flight  zneataoa  of  tbe  herefy  of  the  -MHmith  ^nd 
when  he  gii^  U  chat  appellation,  he  asakcf  it  to  conM  in 
tj^  pbfervmf  aad  defcaca  «f  civcamcifion^iid  the  Jaw;" 
aaii  m  hs  icpfelcali  Hebion  ai  compriud  under  the  dcferipcion 

vS 


Digitized  by  Google 


stt         jL£TT£RS  TO 


Now  it  is  evident  that  no  article  in  that  creed 
«Hodes  to  the  opinions  of  the  umtarians^  but  only 
'to  thofe  of  the  Gnojiics.  This  was  the  oldeft: 
formulary  of  chriftian  faith,  and  what  was  taught 
to  all  catechumens  before  baptifm  ;  and  additions 
were  made  to  ic  from  time  to  time,  in  order  to 
exclude  heretics;  This  creed  any  unitarian,  at  leaft 
one  who  believed  the  miraculous  conception,  might 
fubfcribe  in  the  time  of  Tertullian,  and  therefore 
could  not  then  have  been  ^deemed  a  heredc. 

♦*  The  rule  of  faith^*'  he  lays,  "  is  only  o;ie» 
^<  admitting  of  no  change  or  emendation,  tequiring 

•*  us  to  believe  in  one  God,  almighty,  the  maker 
of  the  world    an4  in  his  fon  Jefus  Chrift,  born 

^  of  the  virgin  Mary,  crucified  under  Pontius 

•*  Pilate,  raifed  froai  the  dead  on  the  third  day, 
received  up  into  heaven,  now  fitting  at  the  right 

*^  hand  of  the  Father,  and  who  will  come  again 

"  to  judge  the  living  and  the  dead,  even  by  the 
rcfunedtion  of  the  flelh.  Thi?  law  of  faith 
remaining,  other,  things,  being  matters  of  dif- 
cipline  and  coaduei:,  admit  of  new  cprredtionSy 

M  the  grace  of  God  coroperaung 

Antichrijl  by  St.  John,  p.  214.  It  is  evident,  however,  from 
his  making  the  unitarians  to  be  the  greater  part  of  believers, 
that,  in  his  time,  ihcy  were  not  confidcrcd  ■d.s  Jo  far  btrtticai^  OJC^ 
anti'drifiian^  as  10  oe  excluded  from  chriftian  churchci. 

^  Regula  qttidem  £dei  una  omnhio  eft*  £»!•»  immobilb, 
^  #  irrefomitbilisy  credendi  fcilicct  in  ttoieom  deoni^  otnnt- 

poteotcQif  maadi  cooditorenit  «(  fiUmn  ^ut  jefum  Chriftani» 
*    .  Mtum* 
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r  The  Ebionites,  being  j€W9»  had  Iklle  coomUkii* 
cauon  with  the  Gentiles,  and  therefore,  of  coorfef 
held  feparate  aflemblies    but  the  Alogi,  who  lield 
the  fame  do^Uine  among  dbe.Q^k^  'hid  no* 
lepanife  aflemblies,  but  worftiipped  along  with 
other  chriftians.    Indeed  tiieu*.  liavi^g  no  general 
diftin&^naoie  before  the  time  qf  .Epiphamnv  .irt 
irielf  a  proof  that  they  had'  no  leparate  places  of 
worihip,  as  the  Gnoliics  and  other  h^etiof  had«- 
for  had  they  been,  difting^ihed  firqm  other  chrilv 
dam  in  their  aflbnbties,  it  is  impofllible  but  che^ 
mull  have  been  diflinguilhed  by  a  Jfcdjic  name: 
They  had,  indeed,  m  particular  places,  naooea  ghwir 
them  occafionally,  from .  particular  pcrfons,  who 
diftinguiihed  tbemiclves  by  the  defence  of  thiir 
dodbines,  as  Artemonites,  N9edans,  &c/  but  the 
general  body  of   unitarians  among  the  Gentiles 
h^d  no  name  given  them  frfm  ike  beginmng  xxs 
diftinguilh  them  from  other .  chriftiaAs,  tUi  the 
attempt  made  by  Epiphanius  to  call  them  AJogL- 
In  controvcrfy  they  fometimcs  diflinguilhed  them- 
felves  by  the  name  of  Monartbifts^  as  holdipg  the* 
monarchy,  or  fupremacy  of  the  father,  in  oppo- 
£lkon  to  thofe  who  maintained  the  divinity  of  the 
Ipns  but  this  was  only  an  .occaftonalj  andnoc  an 
original  or  permanent  appellatioo«   .  *^ 

nttum  ex  \'jrRinc  Miria,  crucifiitum  fub  Pontio  Pilato,  teni« 
die  rciLlci'.^uijn  a  inortuis,  rcceptum  in  cxlis,  iedcntem  nunc 
ad  dcxtram  palris,  vcnturum  iudicarc  vivos  et  mortuos,  per 
carnis  ctiam  rciurretiioncm.  Hac  lege  fidei  iiunciiie,  cxccrt 
jam  difciplinac  ct  converfationis,  atluauunt  novitatem  cor- 
re^onls,  opcraaic  icUjcet  et  proEcicnie  uique  ad  iiaeia  graUA 
Dt  Vir^mbui  velandisy  fed.  i.  p.  173, 
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AH  therefore  that  Chryfoftom  rouH  alledge  irt 
proof  of  hinilUf  Md  hi^  friendt  being  of  the 
#i>tlK)ddvfalthy  and  nO  heretksi  might  h«fe  bten 
alledged  by  the  body  of  umurians  before  the 
tioic  d  Tkcodmi^  TeioMng  ttfibeKevers  hoar 
to  dKftinguifh  betW€0»  otiImkIox  ehrifttttn  and 
fcdaffics,  be  fays,  They  have  fame  perfons  by 
^<  n^bMi  tkey  s#e  tiAkA.  Aeootding^  to  the  name 

*^of  the  Hercfi arch,  fo  is  thcfcft;  but  no  man 
*^  has  given  m  a  name^  but  the  faith  itfeif/^ 
AgsriA  he  fays,  Were  we  ever  feparated  fifom 
"  the  church?  Have  we  Herefiarchs  ?  Have  we 
any  natnc  fiCMtl  men,  as  Marcion  gave  his  name 
^  to  fome^  Mantebftus  to  others,  iad  Ariua  to  a 
•^thkdpartr"  Sec* 

I 

.  All  shit  agreea  remariiabiy  H/tW  with  the  &p« 

pofition,  that  thcfe  unitarians  were  originally  na« 
abing  kl&  thaa  the  whole  body  of  Chrifiiainy  and 
that  the  frinttarkn^ were  the  innovators  $  appearing 
acfirft  modeft  and  candid^  as  was  natural  while  they 
weie.  1^  fsmU  minority^  but  bold  and  imperioua 
when  they  became  the  majority. 

iUU  Afei.  Gsp*  iv*  Hoai.  $$•  V«l.  viii.  f.  615. 
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It  has  been  f ufidfiody iAfated  wicfa  what  fc^- 
§fc&  im&ia  Martyr  U9m  Ae  tadoit  twitirinHi 

evidently  £hewing  thac  isi  hU  time  his  own  doc-. 

tfiiie»lU0(i  ift  Mcd  of  an  nf^itgf.  There  ar^  two 
paGTagcs  in  ibia  wiitery  in  vhiiih  ke  fieaka  of 

tiriiuSf  wiui  great  iodigaadoo,  ,as     not  chrif- 
riaftfj  buc  as  pciiisDS  wbofe  tMfti  wck  afa^MRdy 
impious,  and  Ualpbtmoosy  tridi  whm  chrii^ 
tiaoa  l^eld  09  communion ^'^  inii  in  bpcb 
paffiigea  be .  ^i^dendy  had  a  vieir  «>  thcC^n^ikf 
only  J  denominated  fom  the  name  of  their  teach* 
ers .   He  partkularly  mentions  the  "  Mait i  mi  tc^ 
Che  Valeotioiaai^  the  Bafilideans,  ttd  the 
"  Saturnianians/'     He  fays   "  they  blafphem- 
ed  the  maker  of  the  world,  and  the  God 
^  of  Abrahaoiy  Ifaac,  and  Jacpb»"  thac  Ibey 
"  denied  the  refurrectionj  and  maintained  that 
c(  nftcf  death  the  foul  went  immcdutciy  to 
•«  heaven  V    «  Do  not^"  %9  he,  ^^fuppoTe 

^^ivifif     f^mrtp,  tf  fiA9t  mw^u,  W9».9i,  9/4^5*  - 
<«p6^iA^dr7U  •       ui'/r  V5*  r/u*>r  <i^s  Tif<  vf^^miuumf  7&7 
Kal*  €Lf^J9  IfMW  ChMSffAUir  709  «M«7fif  Ttff  oAtffr,  ^7Jf  Iff* 

m79  «f«f  rrftf»fft(r«f  iAiurtr^Xfiraf^  ^  tm^tmACfm^^^ 

e3m  4$  mmC%H9  ^  e/n^i  a^eMioif  aim e^efXtmc 
^  er7#  T»  rm         ^nCw$  mfu0Bti  funr  %iM9ym  *  3^ 
JTMMr  larnpf  at>«r#f » tr    t^or^  «  4f  rm  t^ftrf  t« 

^7«^iAMi^  ^         4iAA«  «r#^4ari»  mz§  tt  ^jy^tM 
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ihdeto  be  chriftlaes.**  Had  he  confidcred  ihc 
iijj^  with  whom  he  appears  to  have  been  well 
acqoaisced,  as  hcrttks,  iroold  benot  have  men* 
tioQcd  Of  alluded  to  their  tenets  aHb  in  chofe 
paflages^  in  which  he  fpeaks»  and  prekty  largely  of 
the  Chriftian  heretics  in  general?  It  is  impofCble^ 
I  flKmld  thinks  to  read  thofe  pafTages^  as  they 
ibud  in  the  original,  incroduoed  as  a  fblfilmcot 

of  our  Saviour's  prophecy,  that  there  Ihould  be 
iaife  Chriftsy  and  faife  prophets,  who  ihould  de* 
ceive  many,  and  not  be  iamfied  that  (like  the 

apoille  John)  Jaftm  Martyr  had  no  idta  of 
there  being  any  htrHks  in  the  chriitiaa  church,  id 
hia  timcj  befides  the  Gnoftics  ^. 

« 

How  litde  is  It  that  Irenams  ^ya  of  the  EUd^ 
ohes,  and  with  how  little  feverity>  in  his  largd 
trcatife  concerning  hcrciy.  It  is  not  one  four 
hnndicdi  pan  of  the  iriiole^  while  ail  thereft  ia 

W9KfiMgtw  Tor       ACfumilt,     7»r  ^tf  UmaUf  ^  t«f 
UumC,  61  :j  ^wytffip  /aw  wmi  9Ufm  aMram«  aAA«  ^fiM 

•fufWt  fiM  vT9kACwrt  mmt  Xfttmptp   Ibid,  p  311. 
^  3ce  Dialogue^  Edit.  Thulbf,  p«  ^oSj  pars  (eciwda,  p.  31  u 

em* 
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♦fnployed  on  the  different  branches  of  Gnofticifms, 
The  harOieft  epithet  that  he  applies  to  them  . 
» that  of  vmit  which  confidering  the  manner  of 
the  ancients,  is  certainly  very  moderate.  Fans 
mm  et  BMQtkei  He  fays^  indeed  that  God 
will  judge  them/'  and  "  how  can  they  be  favcd 
**  if  it  be  not  God  that  worked  out  their  falvation 
^  upon  earth/*  But  thia  is  no  fentence  of  damna* 
tion  palled  upon  them  in  particular,  for  hdlding  their 
dodrine^  but  an  argument  ufed  by  him  to  refute 
diem and  is  the  fame  as  if  he  had  iaid.  Mankind 
in  general  could  not  be  laved,  if  Chnll  had  noc 
been  God  as  well  as  man« 

There  is  no  iuftance,  I  bch'eve,  of  any  perfon 
having  been  excomnuinicated  for  being  an  uni-* 
tarian  before  Theodocus,  by  Viftor  blfliop  of 
&ome^  the  fanur  that  excommunicated  aU  the 
vbxxn  churches,  becaufe  they  would  not  cele- 
brate Eafter  on  the  day  tiiat  he  prefcribed.  Whereas 
bd  the  universal  church  been  trinitarian  from 
the  beginning,  would  not  the  firft  unitarians,  the 
firft  broachers  of  a  dodrine  fo  exceedingly  ofien* 
live  to  thcm^  asy  in  all  ages,  it  has  ever  beeo» 
have  experienced  dieir  utmoft  indignation,  and 
have  been  expelled  from  all  chriftian  focietics 
vith  honor. 

What  makes  it  more  particularly  evident,  that 
the  do&rine  of  the  fimple  humanfty  of  Chri ft  was 
aoi  thought  deferving  of  excommunication  in 
early  tinies»  i%  that  though  the  Ebionites  were 
i^atkimatizid,  as  Jerom  fays;  or  excommuni-* 

*  lA.  $j  Cap.  u  p.  594«       t  Ub.  4*  Cap.  lix.  p.  55^ 

D  catedi 
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cateds  It  was  not  an  accooDC  of  their  denyiog  die 

doArine  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift,  but  anly  on 
accouoc  of  their  rigid  obfervance  of  th^  Mofak 
Jaw  Had  you,  Sir«  been  appointed  to.  dnw  up 
A  form  of  excommunication  for  Socinus^  would 
you  have  confined  your  charge  of  hcrefy  to  hU  re* 
fufing  to  baptize  infant^  or  his  maintatning  die 
unlawful nefs  of  bearing  arms?  The  principal 
article  would  certainly  have  been  his  belie ving,  with 
the  EbionitcSj  that  Chrift  was  nothing  more  than 
aman« 

Such  a  dodriae  as  that  of  the  fimple  humanity 
of  Chrift.  in  a  church  univerfally  trinitartan, 

muft  ncccfiaril  V  have  given  greater  alarm,  and  have 
roufed  the  orthodox  to  exert  more  vigorous  mea* 
•fares  than  the  fame  dodrine  could  do»  in  the  time 

of  Calvin,  when  ic  was  far  from  being  novel ;  and 
yet  he,  though  expofcd  to  perfecution  himiel^ 
thought  it  to  be  a  crime  for  which  burning  alive 

was  no  more  than  an  adequate  punilhment;  and 
almolt  all  the  Chriftian  world  juftiiied  his  ufing 
*that  rigour,  with  refpcA  to  Servetus.  Now,  fince 
-the  minds  of  men  are  in  all  ages  fu^iiilarly  atfccled 
in  fimilar  circumttances,  we  may  conclude,  that 
the  unitarian  doftrine,  which  was.  treated  with  fo 
much  relpeftj  when  ic  was  hril  mentioned^  was  in 

*  Stiioc  verum  eft,  jn  Cherenti  tt  Hebionii  hcrefim 
dilabimor,  qui,  credences  iti  Chrifto*  propter  hoe  fotum 
m  patribof  aoatbematisait  funt,  qood  legit  cmmomt 
Chrifti  evangelto  miftuerunt,  ei  iic  nori  oaafefi  faal'  ttt 
¥e  Kcra  no«  amitterent. 

HiiROh'YWus  iwo,  Ep.  89*  VoI.^l»  p.  654. 

a  very 
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u  very  diiFercnt  predicament  then,  from  what  it 
ac  the  time  of  the  reformation*   The  dif-. 
ferenee  of  majority  and  mn$rityy  and  nothing  clfe, 
can  accouac  for  this  dificrcncc  of  tKatment. 

You  will  fxfy  if  the  great  majority  of  Chriftiani 

in  early  times,  were  unitarians,  why  did  not  they 
excommunicate  the  innovating  trinitarians.  I  an* 
fwer^  that  the  do£krine  of  the  trinity  was  not,  id 
its  origin,  fuch  as  could  give  much  alarm,  as  I 
have  explained  in  my  Reply  t&  tbi  Akntbly&mmersi 
p.  1 1 ;  and  before  it  becante  very  formidable^ 
there  was  a  great  oKijority  of  the  learned,  and 
philofophizing  clergy  .on  its  fide.  However,  tbac 
k  did  give  very  great  alarm,  as  it  begafn  to  unfold 
icfel^  i  have  brough;  undeniable  evidence. 

ll^hat  words^  iii  any  language,  can  exprefs  mote 

alarm,  or  diflikci  than  expavefcere^  and  fcandalizare^ 
by  which  Tertullian  defcnbcs  theirfeelings  on  this 
fubjeft ;  and  Origin  has  fome  equ a1 1  y  ftrong  in  Greek, 
as  7cifii.77sif,  &c.  Had  the  unitarians  in  thofc  times 
been  writers^  we  Hiould  probably  have  heard  more 
of  their  complaints.  At  prefent,  we  know  nothing 
of  them  be  fides  wi.ac  \vc  arc  able  lo  collect:  con- 
cerning them  from  their  adveriaries»  who  thought 
it  neceflary  to  make  frequent  apologies  to  them* 

On  the  othel*  hand,,  there  U  indifpuuble  evidence^ 
that  the  unitarian  doctrine,  and  even  in  its  oioft  ob«* 
noixious  form,  exiiled  in  the  very  time  of  theapof-. 
tks.  The  Jcwifh  chriftians  in  general,  not  only 
bought  that  Chrift  was  a  mre  ma/i,  but  even  that 

Da'  be 
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he  was  the  Ton  of  Jolcph ;  and  the  gradation  that 
you  fpeak  oft  from  the  do&rine  of  the  £bionits$» 
in  the  time  of  St.  John  to  that  of  Theodotus,  in 
the  time  of  Vi<£tort  has  noexiftence  but  in  yourowa 
fingle  imaginationv  And  yet  tfaefe  unitarians  were 
refpcftcd,  and  not  expelled  from  chriftian  focieties, 
by  the  ortho^iox  of  that  age.  £zplam  this  faft»  in 
Gonfifience  with  their  not  being  the  majority  of 
chri(UanSp  if  you  can. 

At  this  day,  as  the  unitarian  doftrine  happily 
gains  ground  anoong  chriftians»  the  horror  with 
which  it  has  been  confidercd  is  manifeliUy  my  much 
abated.  Your  treatment  of  me,  and  of  all  who 
hold  the  fame  opinion,  is  rather  extraordinaryt  confi- 
deting  the  times  in  which  we  live ;  but  it  is  ^ild, 
and  moderate,  compared  with  the  ufual  treatment  of 
'  the  fame  dodbnne,  even  in  this  tolerant  country  an 
hundred)  or  even  fifty  years  ago. 

At  the  time  of  the  revoiution»  it  was  made  blaj- 
fbmf  by  aft  of  parliament^  openly  to  avow  what 
I  now  opcaly  defend,  and  was  punifhable  withcon- 
fifcadon  of  goods  and  imprifonment  for  life,  if 
perfifted  in ;  and  the  law  ftill  remdns  unrepealed. 
But  it  is  feen  to  be  fo  aibicrary  and  unjufl:  (as  di- 
reded  againft  thofe  who  conlcieadoufly*  believe  ia 
one  God  only,  without  acknowledging  three  per- 
fons  to  be  that  one  God)  that  no  one  dares  to 
put  it  in  execution;  and  the  ftate,  I  am  confident* 

only  waits  for  that  application,  which  I  truft  will 
be  madci  to  relieve  them,  and  to  wipe  off  fucb  ^ 
a  dtigrace  from  our  ftatutes. 

L.ETTER 
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LETTER  IV. 

0/iii  itrfiniui  ibaf  nutf  ie  drawn  firm  the  pajfage 

of  Athanafiiis^  concerning  the  opinion  of  tbs  carij 

Jiwijb  Cbrifiians  nlating  to  Cbrift. 

Dbar  Sir» 

AS  one  argument  that  the  primitive  church  of 
Jcrulalem  was  j?roperly  unitarian,  maintain- 
ing the  fimple  humanity  of  Chrift;  1  obferved,  that 
"  Athanafius  him  felf  was  \q  far  from  daiying  ic, 
that  he  endeavoiured  co  account  for  it^  by  fayinjgp 
^  that  all  the  Jews  wece  fa  firmly  perfu^lckd  that 
their  MelTiah  was  lo  be  nothing  more  than  a  man 
like  themiclvcft,  that  the  apoftles  were  obliged 
^  to  ufc        cautioa-  in  divulging  the.  doftrine 
of  the  proper  divinicy  of  Clirift.** 

9 

This  I  maintain  to  be  a  Ihort^  but  true  date  of 
the  cafe.  Athanaiius  both  exprefsly  allowed  that 
the  Jcwilh  chrifttans  were  at  firft  of  the  opinion 
that  Chiift  wa»  no  more  than  a  man,  and  he 
accounts  for  the  apofUes  conniving  at  it,  without 
&ying  how  long  that  prudent  connivance  continued* 
In  my  Appendix  you  will  find  a  fomewhat  fuller 
fiaie  of  the  argument.  I  Ihall  now  diftindiy 
confider  all  that  you  have  advanced  to  invalidate 

the  inference  that  I  have  made  from  this  remarkable 

(affiige.  I        afterwards  ihew  that  ic  was  not 
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Athanafius  only,  but  Chryloftom  alio  ^  and  as  he 
fays,  the  anticntSy  and  the  mofi  4ifimguiJ)cd  fatben 
cf  $be  cburcb^  who  gave  the  fame  reprefeneatiof^ 

of  the  ftate  of  things  ia  the  apuilolical  age. 

»  ■ 

You  fay,  p.  22.  that  Athanafius  is  here  fpeak- 

ing  of  the  unbelieving  Jews.  The  expreflion  is 
•i7oT§  i«/rttioj.  the  Jews  of  tbat  age  \  whicl^ 
includes  both  the  believing  and  unbelieving  Jews. 
Had  he  been  Ipeaking  of  the  Jews  of  his  own 
time,  it  would,  1  own^  have  been  probable  chat  be 
meant  the  unbelieving  Jews ;  but  fpeaking,  a&  he 
does,  Oi  the  Tews  at  the  very  lirll  promulgation  ot 
chriltianity  among  them,  it  is  moll  natural  to 
iuppofe  that  ht  meant  all  the  Jews.  Paul,  long 
after  his  convcrfion  to  chrKViaiiity,  called  himfelf  a 
Jew.  However,  it  will  be  fufiicicndy  evident  froq 
the  whole  tenor  of  the  paflage^  that  he  muft  have 
meant  the  believing  Jews  principally,  and  in  fomc 
refped:s  the  believing  Jews  only,  excluGvc  of  the 
unbelieving  ones.  And  in  this  conftnidion  of  the 
paffage  I  am  by  no  means  fingular,  but  have  the 
ian&ion  of  trinitarians  themfelves. 

■ 

But  admitting  that  ;he  Jews  here  meant  were 
Oinbtheving  Jews,  they  were  fiich  as  the  apoftlcs 
wiflied  to  convert  to  chriftianity,  and  many  of  tbeni 
foon  became  chriflians.  How  the  apoftles  con- 
duced themfelve3  with  refpcd  to  thefc  men,  firit 
unbelieving,  and  then  believing  Jews,  Athanafius 
thus  informs  lis.  'Oinr  readers  may  judge  of 
the  fidelity  of  tl^e  traqOation  by  confulting  the 

original 
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original  in  the  margin  ;  and  as  I  only  abridged 
the  parage  before,  1  lhaU  now  0ve  a  larger  porttoa- 
of  it  ar  fall  fcngth,  for  the  whole  is  much  too* 
large  to  tranfcribe*.    "  Will  they  affirm  that  the* 
"^apoftlos  held  the  dodrine  of  Ariu8»  becaufe 
•*^thcy  fay  that  Ghrift  was  a  man  of  Nazareth, 
^  and  fuffered  on  the.ci«^^  Or  becaufe  they  ukd 
^  tfaefe  word»  wm  ther.apoftlts  of  opinion  thar 
^  Chrift  was  only  a  man,  and  nothing  elfe  ?  By* 
ao  meana :  this  is  not  to-  be^  jima^ned.  But 
**-thi9  they  did  as  wife  ma/ier  builders y  and  Jlewafdt 
$he  mjtfieries  of  God-,  and  they  had  this* 
^  fpedoQS  pre^nce  for       For  the  Jews  of  tbac 

•i^Nrof  T«r  Xffrar  wtAyy09^9ift  wt0m  twfvp  r^umUm 
ff^ywilo*  «»  ffir  0t^/f  €/$  rovr  "vm  Tvro^ttCtir* 

x«i  T»TO  mi  ttfy^iTiKTo.t';  (Tw^ot,  xett  otKovouoi  fJLV^t^piay  ^^^tn 
mxTtoinKAo^i  .  Kctt  7r,v  At]tAv  iy^ovatv  ivhoyov  iTuJ^n  yap  ei 

mMir*  •tiTi  ^  «3«oi»  AoVt        m  Aiyof  r^ff  i><rtl9 

7«lf  U/tfi9f<»  IM  oAtif  «ll0'i(r7i^  Aujovf,  it  imp  pAtfoiMmif 

lAi  ykfoyavecv  c\)^itKV,  iht^Ku^nvAi  tw  Xpiror»  Xoitop  Jutf 

rir)nr7€r  vjoc  «fX">^  C**^  '  ^  ^  Dc  SenMatia 
Moaifiit  Opcia*  ?oU  i*  p*  5S5»  $S4* 
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age,  being  deceived  themfelves^  and  having 
^*  deceived  the  Gentilei,  tbougbc  that  Chrift  was  « 
mere  man,  only  that  he  came  of  the  feed  of 
€t  David,  refembling  other  defcendants  of  David» 
and  did  not  believe  dther  that  he  «as  Godt  or 
that  the  word  was  made  flefli.  On  this  account 
the  bleffcd  apoftk^  with  greal  prudence^  in  the* 
firft  pbce»  taught  what  lelaied  to  the  buoianity 
of  our  Saviour  to  the  Jews;  that  having  fully 
perfuaded  them»  from  hia  miraculous  works, 
that  Chrift  was  oome,  they  might  afterwards 

bring  them  to  the  belief  of  his  divinity,  fhevving 
**  ^hat  his  works  were  iiot  thole  of  a  man,  but  of , 

God*    For  example,  Peter  having  faid  that 

Chrift  was  a  man  who  had  fuffcrcd,  immediately 
**  added,  he  ts  the  frmee  of  life.  In  the  gofpel  he 
^  confeOes,  Thou  art  the  Chrift,  the  ion  of  the 

Kving  God  ;  and  in  his  epiftlc  he  calls  him  the 

bijhcp  aj  SguI^:' 

Here,  1  think,  arc  liwTicient  marks  of  great  €^u- 
Uon^  and  oi  the  apoities  leading  tiieir  converts  to  the 
}cnowlcdge  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift,  by  very  diftant 
and  uncertain  inferences  indeed,  fuch  as  Jews,  fo 
previoufly  perfuaded  as  he  reprefents  them  to  have 
been»  of  the  fimple  humanity  of  their  MeSah, 
would  not  very  readily  undcrftand. 

\  No^  if  this  caution  was  requifite  in  the  firft  in* 
Itance,  and  with  refpeft  to  the  firft  converts  that  the 
apoftles  made,  it  was  equally  requifite  with  xcipc& 
to  the  reft,  at  leaft  ibr  the  iako  of  others  who  wera 

*        '  *flOt 
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not  yet  converted  ^  uniels  che  6r(t  ihould  have  been 
€ojoiiied  feorecy  on  that  head.  For  whenever  it  had 
been  known  that  the  apoftles  were  preaching  not  fuch 
a  Meffiah  as  they  cxpedled,  viz.  a  man  Uke  tbm* 
filviSj  but  the  giernal  G^d^  the  dififeraice  was  fa 
great,  that  a  general  alarm  muft  have  been  fpread, 
and  the  convcrfion  of  the  rett  of  the  Jews  (to  a 
doftrine  which  muft  have  appeared  (o  highly  im- 
probable to  them)  mull  have  been  impeded.  Wc 
may  therefore  prefume,  that%the  apoftles  muft  have 
coimived  at  tlds  ftatei4M|^||Qms«i>  concenung  the 
divinity  of  Chrift,  in  their  T'^wiili  converts,  till 
there  was  littk  hope  ot  making  any  farther  converu 
•  among  the  Jews^  and  till  the  gofpel  b^gan  to  Itp 
j)rea€hed  to  the  Gentiles. 

Indeed,  this  muft  have  been  the  cafe,  according  * 
to  Athana&us's  own  account.    For  he  iays,  thac 
thde  Jews,  being  in  an  error  themfeWeSt  led  th^ 
Gentiles  into  the  fame  error.    For  your  notion,  that 
by  Geniiks^  our  author  here  meant  proJeiyUs  of  tie 
gaii^  is  altogether  arbitrary  and  improbable.  Nay, 
the  very  exiftence  of  thefe  profelytes  of  the  gate, 
you  muii:  know  has  been  queftioned,  and  i  chinlc 
fully  difpioved  by  Dr.  Lardner  and  others.  Be* 
fides,  it  is  not  to  be  fuppulcd,  that  the  doftrine  of 
a  Mcliiah.  could  have  been  very  interefting  to  any, 
bcfides  nadve  Jews,  or  at  the  moft;  thole  thafc 
were  complete  profelytes ;  whereas  to  the  Gentile 
chriftii^is  it  ym  ^  matter  of  ihe  greateft  momenu 
By  thcfc  Gentiles,  therefore,  I  conclude  that  Athiana- 
jlus  muft.  have  meant  ibrtjtian  GentiUs,  and  confc- 

({uentlyr 
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quencly  that  by  the  Jews,  who  led  them  into  that 
miftake,  he  meant  the  believing,  and  not  the  un» 
believing  Jews.  The  learned  Bcaufobrc,  a  trinita* 
lian,  and  therefore  an .  vnezoeptionable  judge  in; 
this  cafe,  quoting  this  very  ptflagr,  docs  not  hcfi- 
tate  to  pronounce  that  they  were  believing  Jews, 
who  were  intended  by  the  writer.  Cea  Jmfs^l* . 
he  fayS)  ne  ibnr  pas  les  Juifs  ineredules,  mait 
ceux  qui  £ufoieDt  proicfiiuu  du  chri&ianifoie 

«  *  * 

What  I  have  refped  to  in  this  palfage,  is  the  ob- 
vious general  tenor  and  Ipirit  of  it,  and  not  parti- 
cular words  or  phrafc&v  drf,  I  migMt  eblervet  that 
the  leri^s  in  that  part  of  the  paffage,  which  men- 
tions Cbrijt  being  come  of  the  fad  of  David^  and 
the  w&rd  being  made  fiefi^  are  not  in  the  future  tenfe^ 
and  therefore  do  not  naturally  refer  to  the  Mefllah 
in  general,  who  «w  come^  but  to  a  perfoa  who 
was  MBually  come^  that  is,  to  Jefus  Chrift  in  parti- 
€uliA*.  The  Latin  tranflacor  of  Athanafius,  aCaiho- 
llc,  and  certainly  no  unitarian,  had  ib  little  fufpi- 
cion'of  any  other  meaning,  that  he  readers  xpir«r 
in  this  phice  h>  Jefum  \  fo  that  1  am  far  from  being 
fingular,  or  particularly  biaffed  by  ray  owa  opi- 
nions^  in  my  conftrudioA  of  thispaflage^ 

Suppofing,  however,  not  only  the  profclyies  of 
the  gate,  but  the  whole  body  of  the  Gendles  (lit- 
tie  as  they  were  concerned  in  the  queftioa)  to  have 
been  prtvioufly  taught  by  the  Jews  that  their  Me^ 

*  HiAoire  de  M4iucli6ifi9e«  vol.  ii*  p«  ii7«      ^  , 
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fiah,  whenever  he  (hould  come,  would  be  nothing 
tnofc  than  a  man;  if  this  was  an  opinion  chat  they 
time  as  fully  perfuadcd  of  as  Athanafiqs  rcprelemi 
the  Jews,  their  teachers,. to  have  been,  the  fame" 
caotioii  muft  bafe  been  aa  neceffiay  with  refpe&  to 
them,  as  with  re(pe£|  (o  the  Jewa  theqlielyes,  and 
for  the  iame  reaioQ* 

m 

Athan^us  muft,  theitforet  be  itnderftood  to  fay, 

that  the  Jewilh  converts,  while  (through  the  caution 
of  the  apoftles)  tiiey  were  ignorant  of  the  divinity 
pf  Chrtft)  preached  the  golpei  m  thai  fiaU  to  the 
Gentiles.  And  as  he  fpeaks  of  Gentiles  in  general^ 
and  without  any  refpeft  to  iimiy  and  alfo  of  their 
being  adhially  brought  over  to  that  belief,  it  is  tm« 
pofiiblc  not  to  undcrftand  him  of  thb  caution  being 
imitinttcd  till  the  gofpel  had  been  fully  preached  to 
the  Genules  as  well  as  the  Jews.  Befides,  one  of 
the  inftances  that  Athanafius  here  gives  of  the  preach- 
ing of  the  fimple  humanity  of  Chrift,  is  taken  from 
the  dilcourfe  of  the  apoftle  Paul  at  Athens,  which 
was  about  the  year  53,  attcr  Chrifti  and  indeed  at 
thb  dme  the  gofpel  had  not  been  preached  to  any 

great  extent  a;nung  the  Gentiles.  For  it  was  on 
this  very  journey  that  this  apoiUe  firft  preached  the 
gofpel  in  Macedpnia  and  Greece.  " 

If,  according  to  Atl^anafius,  the  apodolical  re- 
ferve  with  refpe^k  to  tl)e  dodtrine  of  the  divinity  of 

Chrift  continued  till  this  time  (and  he  fays  nothing 
concerning  the  termination  of  it)  we  may  prcfumctiiat 

ibis  great  doftiioe,  fuppofmg  it  to  have  been  Icnowa 

to 
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to  the  apodles,  had  lioc  been  publicly  taught  by  them, 
till  very  near  the  time  of  their  difperiion  and  death  ^ 
and  then  I  thiok  it  nuift  have  come  coo  kxi^  evca 
from  them.  For  it  appears  from  the  book  of  Acis;^ 
thut  their  mere  autboriij  was  not  fu£(Ueot  to  over-* 
bear  the  prejudices  of  their  countrynieiL  Ac  Jca^ 

fuch  an  extraordinary  communicaiion  of  a  doftrine^ 
of  which  they  had  no  coQceptioo»  muft  have  occa* 
fioned  fuch  an  abroH  and  eonfternation,  as  we  muft 

have  iound  fome  traces  of  in  the  hiftory  of  the  A<5ts 
of  the  apoltles.  It  a)uld  not  have  been  4:eceAved 
irithout  hffitntiMi  and  dicbatft« 

If  we  can  fuppofe  dsu  the  apoftks  fome  time 
before  their  deaths  did  commumcate  thb  great  and 
uncxpefted  doArine,  the  efieAs  of  fuch  cominu* 

nication  muft  have  been  very  uanfient.  For  pre^ 
lendy  after  the  death  of  the  apotUes,  we  god  all  the 
Jcwifh  Chriflians  diftinguilhed  by  the  name  of  Na^ 
zarendSy  or  Miioniies^  and  no  trace  of  the  do^rinc 
of  tfaedivimty  of  Chrift  amoogthon*  If  yoo  can 
produce  any  evidence  to  the  contrary,  I  hope  you 
wiU  do  it.  It  certainly  behoves  you  to  do  it  if  yoii 
can  \  for  without  this,  you  will  hardly  make  k  ap- 
pear probable  th^c  the  apoiUe$  ever  commuaicated 
fuch  a  dodrine  at  alU 

Yoii  fay,  p.  25,  "  With  \s,hat  readinefs  the 
apolUcs  led  their  catechumens  on  iiom  the  iin^ 
^  1^  principles  to  the  faigbeft  royfteries^  of  this 

couiummatc  ability  of  the  apoflles,  in  the  capa* 


eii|  of  tencfaen»  Athaoafius  fpcsks  wUk  due 
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commendation.   Their  caution  be  never  me»> 
^  tions.   On  the  conmy^  the  r^iid  progreft  of 
•*  their  inftniftion,  how  they  pafled  at  once  from 
^<  the  detail  of  our  Lord's  life  on  caitfat  lo  the 
myftery  of  his  Godhead,  ts  one  pfincinii  bmcn 
of  his  encomium.     I  wifli  that  Dr»  Pncftiey  had 
produced  the  paiiage,  in  which  he  dunks  the  apo(» 
ties  are  iased  with  caiicionu" 

I  now  have  produced  the  pafiage,  and  have 
pointed  out  a  wordy  viz*  msric,  which,  in  the  con- 
ncxion  in  which  it  (lands,  can  bear  no  other  icnfe 
thaxi  caution^  and  great  caution  {^d^4nKK9<  ^mnm\ 
and  I  have  likewife  ibewn  from  the  wboJe  teoor 
of  the  difcourfe,  that  AthanaQus  could  have  in- 
tended nothing  elk  than  to  defcribe  their  prudence^ 
or  enreme  caodoo,  and  to  account  for  tc  He  evi^ 

deatly  does  not  rq^rcfcnt  them  as  deferring  the  com» 
inunication  of  the  dodrineof  the  divinity  of  Chrift, 
OD  account  of  its  being  more  oonvenicndf  taught  af- 
terwards, as  part  of  a  fyftem  of  faiths  Luc  oaly  itll 
it  (houid  have  given  offence  to  die  Jews.  If  this 
fiiU  or  fnuUwiiy  in  thefe  dreumfiaiiocs,  be  not  the 
fame  thing  with  caution^  I  do  not  know  what  is 
meant  by  cautioun 

On  the  other  hand,  I  (ind  no  trace  of  rafidtty  'm  this 
account  of  the  apoftlcscondud*  AU  thatapproaches 

to  it  is  that,  immediately  after  any  mention  of  the 
liomaniqf  of  Chrill  (which  he  ipeaks  of  as  necedary 
on  account  of  the  Jewifli  prejudices)  he  iays 

ll^  apoftlcs  fubjoia  fome  ex^icnion  which  might 

have 
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have  led  their  hearers  to  the  knowledge  of  hi 3 
fliviiiitf  I  but  the  inftimces  be  pcodnces  aie  fuch  as 
plainly  conlurc  nny  prctenfions  to  thdr  being  • 
difitMB  aod  /ull  ckclaratioa  of  that  do^lrioc* 

*  The  firft  inftancc  he  gives  us,  is  from  the  fpeedi  of 
JPcur  to  the  .Jews  on  tbc  day  of  FcnticoiV,  in 
which  he  feys,  A&f  iL  ^  Te  mm  of  Ifr^^eli 
hear  tbefe  words,  Jejus  of  Nazareth^  a  man  op- 
"ff^ti  of  Goi  among  yoUi  hy  miracles  and  wonders 
mud figns^  wbUb  God  dU  by  hiuh  in  sbe  mdftnf 
yoUi  as  ye  your/elves  alfo  know,*^  In  this  Athanafius 
acknowledges  that  l^ter  preached  the  proper  hu-» 
manicy  of  Chrift^  but  iays  that  immedi^di  ate^ 
wards  (rclcrring  to  his  difcourfc  on  the  cure  of  the 
Jame  man  in  ihc  temple)  he  called  him  the  prmce 
^fUfi^  Aas  iti.  15.  And  kUkd  the  frinci  of  6/^ 
•^bm  God  bath  raifed  from  the  dead* 

Had  t^ie  apoftie  tneaiic  that  .Us  audience  ftoidd 

have  underftood  him  as  referring  to  the  divinity  of 
Chrift  by  that  expreiuon,  his  prudence  muft  have 
iafted  but  a  my  ihort  dme  tfideed  %  fxobabty  aoc 
many  days.  If  therefore,  his  intention  was,  as 
Athanafius  reprefcnts  it,  to  preach  the  doctrine  of 
the  humanity  of  Chrift  ii$  ibi  firft  place^  and  not  to 
divulge  the  dodlrine  of  his  eiiviriity  till  they  v/cre 
firmly  firfuadid  of  bis  M^B^akfidp^  he  could  not 
miem  to  allude  to  ius  divinity  in  this  fpeedi,  which 
was  addrtifcd  not  to  Uk:  believing,  but  to  the 
unbcheving  Jews.  At  leaft  he  could  only  have 
thought  of  doing  it  in  fuch  a  manner^  as  that  Mt 

hearers 
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hearers  might  afterwards  infer  the  doftrine  from  ic. 
And  ic  muft  h^ve  jri^qMirtd  greac  iagq^uicjti  and 
^cn  a  ftroog  prepc^ffioo  ia  jsivoufrOf  tbe.divinit^ 
of  Chrift  (the  reverie  of  which  ihis  writer  ackauw- 
Jedges)  to  imagine  thac  this.c^prefiion  of  prinu 
l^it  which  foeafily  admits,  of  amitber  int^ipreution, 
had  any  fuch  rtferenoe.  Moreover,  in  aU  the 
infiaocct  which  ^Aihanafiu^prodjices  conoerning  the 
conduA  of  file  apoftles  in  this  refped,  from  the 
book  of  A&s,  he  does  npt  pretend  to  find  one  in 
which  the  divtiitty  <i  Chrift  ic  4i^in&ly  preached^ 
though  he  quotes  four  pa^agjs:^  in  which  hi&  huum* 
is  pku4y  igQ^A  of.  i  . 

When  all  thefe  things  are  confidercd,  viz.  that 
Achanafius  acki^wkdgal^  that  it  required  great 
caimon  ia  the  apofUes  to  divulge  the  dodrine  of 

the  dvvinky  of  Chrift,  and  that  tlic  ^^ofpcl  v/as 

preached  .with  }fua;cls  aniqag  ,che  Gentiles^  wiiik 
the  Jews  watt  Jgpiorant  of  it  $  it  caa  Inrdly  be 
doubted  but  that  he  mull  hinifelf  have  conHdered 
the  ChziftiaD  church  jn  gepen^  ^  tiiutarian,  in  the 
time  of  the  appftles,  at  ]pi(t.,AU  near  the  ,tinie  of 
their  difperliioa  and  4cath 

•  According  to  Athanafius^  the  Jews  were  to  lie  well 
groanded  in  the  belief  of  Jefiis  being  the  Chrift,  before  they 
coakl  be  taaghc  the  dodri  ic  of  his  divinity.  Now  if  we  look 
into  the  book  of  A6ls,  we  ihalL  dearly  fee  thtt  thqj^  h>d  not  got 
beyond  the  /irft  IcfTon  in  ibc  apollolic  age;  the  great  burden 
of  the  preaching  of  the  apoftlca  being  to  ferfuade  the  Jews 
*  llttt  Jifih  mMU  ike  Chrift.  Thtt  iie  waa  Tilewife  God,  the/ 
mdentljr  laft  to  ikcir  fuccelTors  i  who,  indeed,  did  it  moft 
cficAoiJI/f  though  it  required  a  long  courTe  of  ume  to  do  it. 

With 
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With  retpeft  to  Athtnafiat'i  declared  opintoa 

on  this  fubje^t,  you  iay^  p.  21.     Now  in  this 
piece  upon  the  orthodoxy  of  Dipoylius»  Atha* 

nafius  no  where,  I  confcfs,  denies  that  the 
primitive  church  of  Jeruiakm  was  unitarian  j 
noTf  on  the  other  handy  do  I  iccotieft  that  Dr. 
"•Pricftley  hath  aflerted  it  in  any  part  of  his 
"  Hiftory  of  Elcflricity."  Whctlier  in  my  Hiftory 
of  EieArictty»  or  in  this  piece  of  Athanafius,  in 
which  he  gives  a  large  account  of  the  conduft  of 
the  apollles  with  rcfpeft  to  their  preaching  the 
dtvhrity  of  Chrift,  an  account  of  the  aftual  ^ffifff 
of  fuch  preaching  n^ighc  be  more  j)at4irally  ex- 
pected, 1  leave  to  our  readers.  I  ihould  have 
thought,  that  if  Athanafius  could  have  added,  that, 
notwithftanding  their  caution  in  preaching  this 
extraordinary  do&riney  againft  nhieh  he  acknow^ 
ledges  the  Jews  had  the  ftrongeft  prejudices,  they 
nevertheiefs,  did  preach  it  with  efFed,  and  that 
it  was  the  general  belief  of  the  Jewiih  chfiftians  iji 
their  time,  he  would  not  have  thought  it  at  all 
foreign  to  his  purpofc.  It  would  certainly  have 
ftvoured  his  great -objeft  in  writing  this  piece,  viz. 

the  vindication  of  Dionyfius,  in  ufing  a  like  caution 
with  rcipcd  to  the  Sabeiiians  i  to  have  added,  tliac 
this  prudence,  or  caution,  was  not,  m  either  of 
the  two  cafes,  finally  detrimental  to  the  caufc  of 
truth.  I  therefore  confider  the  filence  of  Athanafius 
on  tlus  head,  as  a  negative  argument  of  fome 
weight  and  upon  the  whole  I  think  I  have  made 
it  appear  that  Athanafius  muft  have  fiippoied  that 
l^oth  the  Jewiih  and  Gentile  churches  were  unitarian 
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m  the  time  of  the  apoftles,  at  leaft  he  enables  us 
to  infer  that  it  mult  bave  been  ib ,  and  das  is  quiu 
fuffident  fer  my  arguoienc 

That  Athanafius,  however,  fhould.adually  con- 
fider  die  dodrine  of  tfie  4moiqf  of  Chiiit  ts 
for  Ibme  time  unknown  to  die  generaKty  of  chrif- 
tiansy  in  the  age  of  the  apoiUes,  wUl  be  thought 
the  le&  exinordinayt  when  it  is  obfei^ei^  dMft  lika 
TertuHian,  he  acknowledged  the  unitarian  doc* 
trme  to  bx:  very  prevalent  among  the  lowercUiso^ 
people  in  his  own  time.  He  calls  them  the  ii 
the  tnany^  and  defcribes  them  as  perfons  of  low 
undcrftanding.  Things  diat  aie  fuhiiine  and 
dtflkttif/'  be  iiiyst  ^\  ate  not  to  be  npfwthiiadU 

cd,  except  by  faith,  and  ignorant  people  muft 
fall  if  they  cannot  be  perfuaded  to  tc£biA  faidi^ 
"  and  avoid  corious.qiieftioDs\'*  . 

There  can  be  no  (jloiibtt  ther^forcj  but  that  die 
doftrine  of  the  trinity  w«S4i  loag  dme  i^fry  i}npo«» 

pular  with  the  common  people  among  chriftians; 

and  this  is  a  fa^t  th^t  canno^^be  facisfa<3;orily.^*' 

counted  for,  but  oa  die  fuppofidoo  that  the  doc«- 

trine  of  the  lunple  humanuy  of.Chrift  was  chat 

.    .   '     f     *  ■ 

AMrra  m^AyiJunm  vffii  ts  «f«f  r9w^Up  hmfi^difmi. 
Odff  of  trifi  Tvif  yf»f$p  aJ*vrdTkft%f  ATO^iTJvffiv,  ii  fin 

Hrf^Ti^cci.  De  iQcaroAUOO^  verb!  CQfkUM  PaalDa  SixDoA* 
ttnieiD,  Opera,  voL  i.  p.  591.  *s  >  " 

E  which 
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ivhich  had  been  handed  down  to  them  by  tradi- 
tioo  frpm  tbe  apoftlct*.  Ic  was  not  (be  doftrine 
of  Arius  that  Athanafius  w  here  complaining  of, 
but  that  of  Paulus  SamofatenfiSj  who  was  a  pro* 
per  uDitarian^  believing  that  Chrift  had  no  exift- 

cnce  before  he  was  born  of  his  mother  Mary.  The 
great  popularity  of  Photinus^  at  and  after  this 
f ime^  fliews  -  with  what  difficulty  the  common 
people  were  brought  off  from  this  doflrrine  j  and 
alfo  the  confefllon  of  Auftin^  that  he  was  of  that 
opinion,  tilt  he  became  acquainted  irith  the 
.  writings  of  Flato» 

It  is  not  from  Athanafius  alone  that  we  are  trt^ 

formed  of  this  caatious  proceeding  of  the  apoftles^ 
in  divulging  the  doftrine  of  die  divinity  of  Chrift. 
^hryfoftom .  afirribes  the  fame  caution  both  to 
Chrift  himfelf,  and  the  apoftles.    *^  One  rcafon^** 
he  fays,  f <  why  Chrift  faid  lb  little  oT  his  own  di- 
vinity,  was  on  account  of  the  weaknefs  of  his 
auditors.    Whenever  he  fpake  of  himlelf  as 
any  thing  more  than  man^  they  were  tumul« 
*•  tuousi  and  offended ;  but  when  he  Ipakc  with 
humilityi  and  as  a  manj  they  ran  to  him,  and 
**  received  his  words        Of  this  he  gives  many 
examples.    "  Our  Saviour,"  he  fays,  *^  never 

taught  his  own  divinity  in  exprefs  words^  but 
^<  only  byaftions^  leaving  the  fuller  explication 

^1.  vol.  L  p.  409. 


* 
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^  df  it  to  his  difciplcs.    If",  fays  Jic,  they 

•*  (meaning  the  Jews)  were  fo  much  offended  ati 
the  addition  of  another  law  to  their  former^ 
much  more  muft  they.haTe  b«en  with  the  doc« 
trine  of  his  divinity 

Chryfoftom  afcribes  the  fame  caution  to  thd 

apoftles  on  this  fubjcit.  He  fays  chat  they  con- 
cealed the  dodrinc  of  the  miraculous  conception^ 
on  account  of  the  incredulity  of  the  Jews  with  re* 

fyc&  to  it  $  and  thac  when  they  began  to  preach 

the  goipti,  they  infifted  chiefly  ^^n  the  cefurrec^ 
rionofChriftf*   With  refpeft  to  the  former  (and 
the  fame  may,  no  doubt,  be  applied  to  the  latter)  bo 
iays  he  did  not  give   his  own  opinion  only,  but  din. 
which  Game  by  tradition  from  the  fathers,  and 
eaiiacat  men.    He  therefore  would  no^  hav# 
his  bearers  to  be  alarmed^  or  thiok  his  account 
of  it  extraordinary 

Thus,  be  fays,  that  "  it  was  not  to  give  offence 

**  to  the  Jews,  that  Peter,  in  his  firfl:  fpcecK  to  the 
themi  did  not  fay  (hat  Cifrifi  did  the  wondeifol 

•  A|«  A  7»?«  irJ^i /vipi  Tfi(  ^ffalnr^^  Tiff  f4VT«  ^xyra'/ji 


t^ifUfiMf  AfJ'fW^  la  cap.  M;rtt,  i.  Hom.  3%  voU  vii.  p.  ad. 


4  Matt.  Cap.  1*  Horn.  3.  vol.  vii*  p.  io. 


a 


^  .d  by  Google 


$«         i'  E  T  T  E  R  S  TO 

works  of  which  he  fpake»  but  that      did  them 
by  him ;  that  by  fpeaking  more  modeftly  he 
<f  might  conciliate  them  to  himiblf  ^«   1  he  fame 
caution  he  attributes  to  him^  in  ''not  (aying 

char  Chrijl,  but  that  God  fpake  by  the  mouth  of 
his  holy  prophctSt  that  by  chcfe  means  he 
might  bring  cbcm  gradually  to  the  faith  f*** 

I  cannot  help  obftnring  how  extremely  innpioba- 
Uf  is  this  account  of  the  condu6fc  of  die  apoftles^ 
given  by  Athanafius,  Chryfoftom^  and  other  or* 
thodoc  fathers  of  the  church,  confidering  what 
we  know  of  the  charader  and  the  inftruftions  of 
the  apoftles.  They  were  plain  men>  and  little 
qualified  to  aft  the  cautious  part  here  afcribed  to 
them.  And  their  inftruftions  certainly  were  to 
teach  all  that  they  knew,  even  what  their  mafter 
communicated  to  them  in  the  grcateft  privacy. 
Whereas,  upon  this  Ichemc,  they  mull  havefuf- 
faed  numbers  to  die  in  the  ignorance  of  the  moft 
important  truth  in  the  gofpel,  left,  by  divulging  ic 
tooloon^  the  converiion  of  others  fhouldhave  been 
prevented.  Theeafeevidently  was  that  thefe  Fathers 
did  not  know  how  to  account  for  the  great  preva- 
lence of  the  unitarian  do&riuct  among  the  Gentiles 
4S  well  as  the Jews^  in  the  early  ages  of  chriftianityj 

cap.  ii*  Horn.  b.  vol.  viii.  p*  ^^tm 

mfi^iA.   Is  a^  Apo^locam  Horn*     vol.  viii.  p*  5  u . 

but 
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but  upon  fuch  an  hypocheiis  as  this.  .  Let  Ihei^ 
iboccifai*  do  bfwrt  if  diejr  caii» 

This  obfervacioa  on  the  chamder  and  ioftrudioni 
of  dr  jqpoftfeit  muft  make  all  fiich  accotinfs  of 

their  condud:  abfolutcly  incredible,  with  rcfpcft 
to  every  dodbrioa  ef  c^nfeqmence^  on  ^hich  they 
codid  noc  but  ky  propOrdonable  ftidL  But  it 
frtay  perhaps  enable  us  to  account  fdr  the  ignorance 
oC  Ike  Jew%  ind  oriier  early  cbiiftians,  tntfa  tefpe£t 
to  meters  of  little  or  no  ccmfequence,  on  which 
che  apoftks  did  not  lay  any  fttcfSt  and  for  which 
rca/bn  they  might  lay  iktle  or  nothing  about 
them,  as  for  inftance  with  relpeft  to  the  niiracuJou§ 
conception. 

In  our  Saviour's  life  time  he  certainly  paffed  for 
the  fen  of  Jo&ph  with  the  Jews  lo  general.  The 
flrft  difciples  would  tislturally  ado{>r  the  fame  opi- 
nion.; and  it  does  not  appear  that  the  apoftles 
thought  it  a  matter  of  conloquence  enough  to  let 
them  right  with  rcfpcft  to  it.  For  there  is  no 
reference  whatever  to  the  miraculous  conception 
eidier  in  the  book  of  Adb,  or  in  any  of  the 
epiftles.  Indeed  that  doftrine  has  never  been 
thought  to  be  ot  any  importance  in  itfilf  %  Chrift 
being  as  properly  a  nmn  on  omc  fuppofition  as  on 
the  other.  It  is  therefore  only  of  importance  with 
jefpeft  to  tiie  credit  of  Matthew  and  Luke,  aa 
hiftorians,  and  that  not  with  refpcft  to  what  they  write 
from  their  own  knowledge^  but  only  as  to  what  they 
colkded  from  others.  Whereas,  U  Chrift  was  not  a 

E  3  .  mas 


54         BETTERS  TO 

fuere  man^  but  cither  truly  God,  or  the  maker  of  ibi 
warldMnder  God^  it  could  ooc  but  have  ^ypeared  to  be 
a  matter  of  the  grcateft  confcquence  in  the  fcheme  of 
phriftianity  iiielf  ^  aod  the  apoilles  would  certaiQly 
have  uken  fqmeopportQnicy  of  inculcadng  \t%  with' 
an  energy  fuitcd  to  its  importance.  We  may 
therefore  eafily  account  for  the  general  prevalence 
of  the  opinion  of  Chpft  being  die  ion  of  Jofeph» 
though  ic  was  falfe  *,  but  it  is  absolutely  impolTible 
to  account  for  fiie  gjcoeral  prevalence  of  the  dodbioc 
of  the  mere  humanity  of  Chrift,  on  the  fuppofidoQ 
of  his  bong  cither  God,  or  the  maker  of  the  world 
Godt  an4£^Nj9iej^.ot  his  being  knawi| 
'  by  the  a^R9cs«  I  may  perhaps  take  feme 
Ituit  opportunity  ot  making  fome  larcher  obfer* 
ifHions  on  the  fubje&  of  the  mtrMukiu  conception  ; 
fmd  in  the  mean  time  the  Monthly  Reviewer  may 
ht  indulging  his  conjedures,  and  preparing  hi$ 

fatdamatioai  \  for  which  our  readets  will  lU^ewi^ 

I  am,  &c 
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>  • 

^In  argument  for  the  late  origin  of  the  doQrin^ 
9f  the  diviniiy  of  drifts  from  ibe  difficulty  of 
tracing  the  time  in  wbtcb  it  wasjir^  divulged^ 

D£AR  Sli(» 

I CANNOT  difmifs  this  fubjeft  of  the  ftronft 
piejudicts  of  the  Jews  in  general  in  fiiyqur  of 
their  Meffiah  being  merely  a  man  (thus  explicitly 
acknowledged  by  Athaoafius,  Chryfoftooi,.  and 
others,  who  fay,  that  09t  Ms  mount  the  apoftlqi 
did  not  preach  the  doctrine  of  the  divinity  of 
Chrift  at  firft,  but  only  after  the  people  were  iatif* 
fied  with  refped  to  Ma  Meiiiahfhip)  ,withoti€  re» 
quefting  your  opinion  with  reff^ft  to  the  time  when 
this  great  Iccret  of  Chrifl:  not  being  meiely  a  znany 
but  the.  eternal  God  faimfelf,  or  the,  nnker  of 

heaven  and  earth  under  God,  was  communicated, 
firft  to  the  apodles  theoiielveSt  and  tjiea  by  ttbem 
to  the  body  of  chriftionsi 

You  cannot  lay  that  John  the  Bapuii;  preached 
any  fuch  dodrine;  and  when  the  apofties  firft 

attached  thcmfclves  to  Jefus,  it  is  evident  they 
ooly  coniidetcd  him  as  being  fudi  a  Meffiah  as  the 
itft  of  the  Jews  expeded,  viz.  a  man,  and  a  king^- 
When  Nathaniel  was  introduced  to  him  it  was 

£  4  i^^tkm^f^ 


£6  L   E  T  T'  E  R   S      T  O 

Nathaniel^  and  faith  unto  bim^  We  bave  found  him 
cf  wbovi  Mojes  in  the  law^  and  the  prophets^  did 
wriUj  Jefus  of-Nszmrety^  the  fan  ef  Jofcpb.  He 
.  had  then,  wc  may  fuppofe,  no  knowledge  even  of 
tbe  mvacttlous  cMcepaoo. 

« 

■ 

Now,  as  you  lay,  p»  24.  that  "  Chrift  was  fo 
much  more  than  man,  that  his  being  found  in 
iafhion  as  a  man  was  really  the  moft  extra* 
ordinary  part  of  his  hiftory  and  charafter \* 
Und  at  filft  the*  ^poftks^  you  muft  aUow9  were 
wholly  ignorant  of  this  j  there  muft  have  been  a 
iime^  within  the  compa^  of  the  evangelical  hiilory^ 
when  this  moft  extraorfinary  part  of  his  character 
was  communicated  to  them.    Now  what  j  oriod  in 
the  gp(pel  Inftory  cah  you  pitch  upon*  in  whicli 
yw  <Ah  fuppofe  that  thia  gkte  difoovery  was  made 

to  them  ?  What  traces  do  you  find  of  it  ? 
\  * 

•  ThttJMbdvmteventheilfii^i^  was  divulged 

'  the  greateft  caution,  both  to  the  apolllcs,  and  to 
.  the  body  of  the  Jews,  tor  a  long  time  our  Lord 
laid  nodnog  oplick  m  tins  fubjeft,  but  kft  his 
dilciples,  as  well  as  the  Jews  at  large,  to  judge 
of  him  from  what  they  (aw.  In  this  manner  only 
lie  replied  to  the  meftngen  that  John  the  Baptift 
fent  to  hun. 

If  the  High-pricft  exprefled  his  horror,  by  rend  - 
iHg  his  cloaths,  on  Jefus  avowing  himfelf  to  be  the 
Mefiiah»  what  would  he  have  done  if  he  had  heard, 

or  fufpeited,  that  he  had  made  any  higher  prc- 
•  *  tcnUons? 
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cenfilMis  I  And  If  he  bad  made  tbem,  thef  muft 

have  tranfpired.  When  the  people  in  general  faw 
Us  IniniGulous  works^  they  only  wondered  chac 
God  ihould  have  given  fo  nnicK  power  to  a  man. 
Matt.  ix.  8.  ff^ben  the  multitude  faw  it^  they 
marwUedf  Md  glorifiid  who  had  given  fiub 
power  unto  men ;  and  yet  this  was  on  the  occafioa 
of  Ihs  pronouncing  the  cure  of  a  paralytic  perfon^ 
by  faying.  Thy  fms  be  forgiven  thee^  wUch  the 
Phari&es  thought  to  be  a  biaiphemous  prefumption. 

At  the  time  that  Herod  heard  of  hiiti,  it  was 
eonjei^urcd  by  iome  chat  he  was  Elias,  by  others 
that  he  was  a  prophet,  and  by  fome  that  he  was 
John  rifen  from  the  dead  ,  but  none  of  them 
imagined  that  he  was  either  the  mod  high  God 
hunfelf,  or  the  maker  of  the  world  under  God« 
If  was  not  fo  much  as  fuppofed  by  any  perlbn 
doc  Jefiis  performed  his  mighty  works  by  any 
proper  power  of  his  own  j  fo  far  were  they  from 
iufpe^ng  that  he  was  the  God  who  had  fpokea 
to  diem  by  Mofe^  as  you  now  fuppoie  him  to 
have  been. 

If  be  was  known     be  a  God  at  all  before  hh 

death,  it  could  only  luve  been  revealed  to  his 
dticiplesy  perhaps  the  apoftles,  or  only  his  chief 

confidants  among  them,  Peter,  James,  and  John, 
fuppoie  on  the  mount  of  transfiguration,  though 
nothing  is  6id  concerning  it  in  the  hiftory  of  that 

trail fadion.    Certainly  what  they  faw  in  the  garden 

of  Gcthfemane  could  not  have  led  them  to  fuipeft 

4  any 
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any  fuch  thing.  But  if  it  had  ever  been  known  to 
Peter,  can  we  fuppofe  he  could  have  denied  htiQ 
as  he  did  ?  Belides,  as  our  Lord  told  them  there 
were  many  things  which  he  could  not  inform  them 
oi^  before  his  death,  and  that  they  (hould  know 
afterwards;  this  was  a  thing  fo  very  wonderful 
and  unfufpedcdt  that  if  any  articles  of  information 
wefe  kept  from  thtm  at  that  time>  ibis 
certainly  have  been  one. 

■ 

If  you  fuppole  that  Thomas  was  acquainted 
with  this  moft  extraordinary  part  of  his  mailer's 
chaiadcrt  which  led  him  to  cry»  Lord  ^Md  wg, 
Codf  when  he  was  convinced  of  his  refurreftion, 
as  he  was  not  one  of  the  three^  whq  had  been 
entrufted  with  any  fixrets,  it  muft  have  been  known 
to  all  the  twelve,  and  to  Judas  Ifcariot  among 
the  reft.  And  fuppofe  him  to  have  known,  and  cq 
have  believed  that  Jefus  was  his  God  and  makti*, 
was  it  pofliblc  for  him,  or  for  any  man,  to  have 
formed  a  deliberate  purpofe  to  betray  him  (Vetera 
you  may  fay,  was  taken  by  furprize,  and  was  in 
perfonal  danger)  or  if  he  had  only  heard  of  the 
pitten(ion»  and  had  not  believed  it,  would  he  not 
have  made  fome  advantages  of  that  unpoddon, 
and  have  made  the  difcovery  of  this,  as  weU  ^  ot' 
every  thing  eUc  that  he  knew  tq  his  prejudice  ? 

If  you  fuppofe  that  the  divinity  of  Chrift  was 
unknown  to  the  apoftles  till  the  day  of  Pendcoft  % 
b^iks  loUng  tlie  benefit  of  fev^rd  of  your  argu-> 
fncats  for  this  0reat  do^^ine,  wUch  you  now 

/  carciully 
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parcfully  coWeft  from  the  four  evangelifts,  w  hrap 
DO  account  of  any  fuch  diicovery  having  been 
made  at  chat  dnie»  or  at  any  fubfequent  one» 
And  of  other  articles  of  illumination,  of  much  le& 
fpnfequence  than  this,  we  have  dii}:in<5t  infonrnuon, 
^nd  aUb  of  the  mamiqr  in  which  they  impreflcd  tbeQif 
This  is  particularly  the  cafe  with  rcfpeft  to  the 
fixteniion  of  the  b)eQings  of  the  gofpd  to  ui^- 
drcumdfed  Gentiles.  But  what  was  this  ardde, 
to  the  koowloige  qf  th^r  fnafter  being  ihc  molt 
high  Gpd  i 

If  the  dodrine  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift  had  been 
aAoally  preached  by  the  apoftles^  and  the  Jewiih 
converEs  jn  general  had  adopted  it,  it  could  not 
but  h^ve  been  well  known  tp  the  unbelieving  Jews  i 
and  would  th^r,  who  were  at  that  time,  and  have 
been  ever  fince,  fo  exceedingly  zealous  with  refpeft 
ID  the  dgdrine  of  the  divine  unity,  not  have 
taken  the  alarm,  and  have  urged  this  objeftion 
10  chriftianicy»  as  teaching  the  belief  of  more  God^ 
lhan  one  in  the  apoftolic  age ;  and  yet  no  trace  of 
any  thing  of  this  nature  can  be  perceived  in  the 
whole  hiftory  of  the  book  of  A&s,  or  any  .where 
pile  in  the  Ne^  Teftaoient.  As  foon  as  ever  the  Jewa 
had  any  pretence  for  it,  we  find  them  fufficiently 
guick  and  vehement  in  urging  this  their  great 
obje6lion  to  chriftianity.  To  anfwcr  the  charge  of 
holding  tw0y  or  three  Gods^  is  a  very  confiderabie 
amcle  in  the  wridngs  of  feveral  of  the  ancient 

chriftian  fathers.  Why  tlien  do  we  find  nothing 
(>f  (bis  ki)^  in  the  age  of  the  apoiUe^f  The  onljr 

anfwef 
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anfwer  is,  that  there  then  was  no  occalion  for  it, 
ite  doarine  of  the  diTinkf  of  Chrift  not  Iwving 
then  ixen  ftarted*. 

<  Confider,  SUty  tlie  charge  that  ^  «dvatici4 

againft  Peter  and  John  at  die  Hrit  promulgation  of 
ther  gofpel.  You  witl  find  ic  amounts  to  nothing 

but  their  being  difturbcrs  of  the  people,  by  preach* 
iog  in  the  name  of  Jefus,  What  was  the  accufatioii 
agttnft  Stephen  (AAs  vi.  13.)  but  his  /peaking 

blafpbemous  things  againjl  she  temple  and  the  law  f 
Accoo^any  the  apoftle  Paul  in  all  his  travelst 
«ri  flwnd  m  hii  difaoivfet  with  the  Jews  m  didr 
lynagogues,  and  their  perpetual  and  inveterate 
fa&cutioa  of  hinit  yoii  will  find  no  tnce  of  their 
fo  nauch  as  AifpeAitig  that  he  preached  a  nm 
difitmtjt  ^  the  godhead  of  Chrilt  muft  hare  ap« 

fmtA^  and  always  has  t{^peared  to  them. 

In  the  year  58,  Paul  tella  the  elders  of  tht 
igkmth  of  Epnefus  (Ada  lau  ttj.)  that  b$lMdm« 
fmUi  to  declare  unto  them  the  wMe  CGunfel  of  Gad. 
Wc  be  confident^  thereforei  that»  if  he  had 
My  fiieh  doftrine  to  divulge,  he  muft  have  taught 
k  ia  the  three  years  that  he  fpent  in  that  city  from 

•  Aihanafiiu  ftfongly  cxpreHcs  this  ohje<flion,  as  midc  by  botli 
Jews  and  Oen tiles*  to  the  incaraatioa  of  ibe  ion  of  GoJ, 
thoagk  at  a  thing  that  wSs  gloried  io  by  Chriftisn^  TM 
*.*  Jewi»"  fays         lepmch  at  for  kt  tlie  GcAtUei  laagli 
at  III  bat  we  adore  it«**   Hr  InfJ^m^i  fAtw  J^m^ 

De  lactmatio&e  Vcrbi«  Opera,  tel.  L  p»  53* 
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54  to  57  ;  and  as  the  unbelieving  Jews  were  well 
apprized  of  all  bis  motionst  having  laid  waic  for 
him  on  tbU  very  journey  to  Jenilalenij  they  muft 
have  been  informed  of  his  having  taught  chii 
doftriae»  and  would  certainly  have  carried  cba 
news  of  it  to  Jerufaleait  where  many  of  them 
a£tended>  as  well  as  he,  at  the  enfuing  feaft  of 
Peottcofi;  But  if  we  attend  Paul  thithir,  where  we 

hav  e  a  very  particular  account  of  all  the  proceed^ 
^ngs  againft  hioi^  ibr  the  fgace  of  two  year9>  we 
lhall  find  no  trace  of  any  thing  of  the  kind.  All 
their  con)pla>ncs  againfl;  him  fell  far  fhprt  of  this* 

What  was  the  occaiion  of  the  firft  clamour  againft 

him  i  Was  it  not.  Ads  xxi.  28.  that  be  taught  all  men 

ivny  wbm  againfi  ^be  pcapk^  Mi  agw^  $1h  Am, 
and  agaiufi  the  tmtpU^  and  that  he  had  irm^ 
Creeki  int9  it!  Is  it  not  plain  that  they  had  no  more 
iisrioul  chaig<^  againft  him  ?  Read  his  ipccch  to 

the  people,  his  defence  before  Felix,  and  agaia 
before  Agrippai  you  will  find  no  trace  of  hia 
having  taught  any  doftrine  fo  offenfive  to  the ' 
Jews  as  that  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift  muft  have 

bfem  Coofidering  the  known  prgudicest  an4 

the  inveteracy  of  the  Jews,  no  reafonable  man 
occd  defue  any  clearer  proof  than  this,  that  nei^ 
Iher  Paul,  nor  any  of  the  apoftiest  bad  ever 

taught  the  doctrine  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift  ac 
chat  time  1  and  this  was  fo  near  the  time  of  (he 
wars  of  the  Jew$,  and  the  difperfion  of  that  peo^ 
ple«  that  there  was  no  jopporrunity  of  preachingp^ 
It  with  effcd  afterwards^ 

Confider 
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Confider  alfo  the  conduft  of  thcjewi/h  cbriftiafU^ 
who  had  ftrong  prejudices  againft  Faui,  as  wd 
find  in  chis  pare  of  his  htftory  \  and  according  to 
the  teftimony  of  all  hilloi  ians,  they  retdined  thofe 
prejudices  as  long  as  they  had  any  namey  and  afcer 
the  deftruftion  of  Jerufalem,  which  was  noc  long 
after  the  clofc  of  the  hiflory  of  the  Afts,  no  tracd 
can  be  found  of  their  believing  any  fuch  do&rinii 
as  die  divinity*of  Chrift.  Now,  though  their  en- 
mity to  Paul  continued,  and  they  never  confidercd 
his  writtngi  as  canonical  fcripture,  yet  to  the  very 
iaft,  their  objcftions  to  him  amounted  to  nothing 
more  than  his  being  no  friend  to  the  law  of 
-  Mofes. 

The  rcfcmblancc  between  the  charafter  of  thci 
EbiOniteSy  as  given  by  the  early  chriftian  fa|thers# 
and  that  of  the  Jcwifh  chriftians  at  the  time  of 
Paul's  laft  journey  to  Jeruialem>  is  very  ftriking. 
After  he  had  given  an  account  of  his  condu&^to  th^ 
more  intelligent  of  them,  they  were  fatisficJ  wicit 
ici  but  they  thought  there  would  be  great  diifi* 
eulty  in  fatisfying  Others.    Thou  feeftj  brother,-'^ 
fay  they  to  him^  A£b  ttt.  20.  *^  how  many  thou- 
fands  of  Jews  there  are  who  believe^  and  tbejr 
**  arc  all  zfcalous  of  the  law.    And  they  are  in- 
formed  of  thee,  that  thou  teacheth  ail  the  Jews 
Who  are  among  the  Gentlles>  to  fbriake  Mofes  1 
faying  that  they  ought  not  to  circumcife  their 
chiidrcn,  neither  to  walk,  after  the  cuftoois* 
^<  What  is  It  thdirefere  ?  The  multittides  muft  needs 
come  together^  for  they  will  hear  that  tiiou  arc 

*^  come 
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*  come.  Do  therefore  this,  that  wc  fay  to  thee* 
*^  We  have  four  men  who  have  a  vow  on  them* 
^<  Them  take  and  purify  thyfelf  with  thefn«  and 
^  he  at  chargw  with  them,  that  they  may  lhave 
^  their  heads,  and  all  may  know  that  thofe  things 
•*  whereof  they  were  informed  concerning  thee 

are  nothing,  but  that  tliou  thyfelf  alfo  walkeii 
^  orderly  and  keepeft  the  law."    So  great  a  re^ 
iemblance  in  feme  things,  viz.  their  aitachnnent 
10  the  law»  and  their  prejudices  agatnft  Paul^  can* 
not  but  lead  us  to  imagine  that  thef  were  th« 
fame  in  other  reipefls  aJ/b,  both  being  equally  . 
2eaIous  obtervers  of  the  law,  and  equally  ftrangers 
to  ihe  doftrine  of  the  divinity  of  Chrifti*    And  irt^ 
that  age  all  the  Jews  were  equally  zealous  for  the 
great  doArine  of  the  nmty  of  God,  and  their  ^mn  ^ 
liar  cufioms.     Can  it  be  fuppoied  then  tlut  they 
would  fo  obftioately  retain  the  one,- and  fo  rcadil/, 
abandon  the  other  ? 

Thefe  coofidtrations  (and  much  more  might 

be  added  to  enforce  them)  certainly  afFeft  the 
credibility  of  Chrift  having  any  nature  fuperior 
CO  that  of  man ;  and  when  they  are  (iifficiently 
attended  to  (as  I  fufpcd  they  never  have  becn)mu^ 
fliafce  the  Arian  hypotbefis  i  but  they  muft  be  par« 
ticutarly  embarrafling  to  thofe  who,  like  yott, 
maintain  the  perfect  equality  of  the  Son  to  the, 
father. 

Confideratiom  of  this  kiod,  if  they  occur  to 
Um,  DO  perfoo,  who  thinks  at  all,  can  abfi^ucctf 

•  '  neglcft| 
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negleftt  ton  to  latisfy  himfi^lf  wkh  hmWag  no 

hypothcfis  on  the  fubjcLt.  You  certainly  find  the 
apoitlcsj  as  well  as  the  reft  of  the  Jews,  without 
any  knowledge  of  the  diiriatcy  of  Chriftf  with 
whom  chcy  lived  and  converkd  as  a  man  4  and  if 
they  ever  became  acquainted  with  it,  there  muft 
have  been  a  when  it  was  either  difcovercd  by 
thea)^  or  made  kr\own  to  tbem  %  and  the  effe&s  of 
the  acquificion,  or  the  communication  of  eztraordi* 
nary  knowledge^  are  in  general  proportioaabiy 
ooofptcuous* 

Had  we  had  no  written  hiftory  of  our  Saviour's 
li£e«  or  of  the  preaching  of  the  apoftleSf  or  only  fome 
,  Tcry  concife  one ;  ftill  fo  very  extraordiiiary  an 
article  as  this  would  hardly  have  been  unluiown^ 
or  hart  paflcd  unrecorded ;  much  lef^  when  the . 
hUhiry  is  fo  full  and  circunaitaDtial  as  it  is. 

Had  there  been  any  pretence  for  imagining 
that  the  Jews  in  our  Saviour's  time  had  any  know- 
kdge  of  the  do£trine  of  the  trinity,  and  that  they 
cxpfOed  the  iecond.  perfon  in  tt  in  the  cbarafter 

of  their  Meffiah,  the  queftion  I  propofe  to  you 
would  have  been  needkls.  But  nothing  can  be 
more  evident  dian  that,  whatever  you  may  fancy 
with  refpeft  to  more  aocient  times^  every  notion 

the  trinity  was  obliteiwsd  from  the  minda  el 
Ae  Jews  in  our  Saviour's  time.    It  is,  therefore, 
not  only  a  curiouS9  but  a  lerious  and  important 
qMeftmn  lyhm  was  ii  Mnduad^  and  «y  what 
Jlip  ? .  1  have  aofwered  it  on  my  bypothefis  of  ita* 

being 
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Of  Jjki  prfinification  fhf 


•  ft 


H AVl  cm^SkM  ^  aim  iImiw 
advanced  conoeri^ing  the  antkjuky  of  -th^ 

MMwian  ^oS^nDe^  I  pAocml  (a  attend  to  'whvi^ 
im  oUcrve  (OOocoming  fbe  prfmififmm  Ai 
Legos  hy  the  jplattmiaog  ^bniQjips :  IoTi  ^mm^ 
fd  tkan  did..pkwia»  poiir«efivfi<im.dMi]m^ 

«*  If/*  you  fay,  p.  50.  •*  jhe  hath  fucCQedod  DO 
better  in  the  proof  of  his  third  allertion,  coo* 

cenwgithe  pL^i^ 

ihc  iavcntors,  as  be  would  have  it,  of  our  Lord'a 
^  .divjoity ;  \lm  the  divini^  whi/;li  they  fee  ju^ 
^  vaf  ^y  Qf  'the  .fecmdarf  lorty  vbich  wai  * 

•*  ^iniiited  by  the  Aruns,  including  neither  €tcr- 

xitif  ff^pv  MCfil4K  of  csiiillMe ;  haviog 

d^jmere  naine  of  divinity,  without  iiay  cinng  of 

^  the  rol  farm :  ^f  tbe  praof  qf  (hi,s  $iacd,  ai^tioa 
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the  other  tw6»  Im  litaftioii  of  ttie'  giadtiat 

•*  progrefs  of  opinion^  from  the  mere  Unitarian 
ciodtrine  to  the  Arian,  and. from  the  Arian  doc^** 
frine  to  the  Athaoafian  ^ith,  muft  be  deemed  a 
mere  dream  or  fidiba  in  every  part.*' 

In  the  firft  place  I  muft  let  you  right  with 

refped:  to  niy  own  idea,  which  you  have  totally 
miiconceived,  though  you  haw  undertakea  to 
refute  it,  ^Hid  thi  ftrange  miftake  cf  your's  runs 
through  the  whole  of  your  work.  Thole  platonizing 
chriffi^OH  ^ho  perfonified  the  Ld^gp^  wefe  Mt  Ari- 
ans ;  for  their  Logos  was  an  attribute  of  the  Father, 
and  not  any  thing  that  was  created  of  nothings  as 
the  AriansheklChrift  to  have  been;  It  is  well  known^ 
as  Beaufobi^  obferves,  that  they  were  not  '  Arians, " 
but  l^  .iNtiiodoXt  that  pkttonized.  Conftaatioe» 
as  I  iai^  6bleri^;  iok  iL  ;pv  488.  in  kis'  oiatkMi 
to  the  ^fifthers  of  the  council  of  Nice,  fpeaks  in 
commendaaoa  of  Plato,  as  having  uught  (he-doc* 
trib^oC  a  feoond  God/ derivied  firom  the  ftpieme 
God,  and  fubfervlent  to  his  wUU  '*  " 

Amo^  the  proofs  of  *  the  c^gin  of  the  Son, 
according  to  the  early  orthodox  whters«  I  firft 
qilioted  a  pafikgd  16  Athenagoras,  which  you  tranf* 
htt  fomewhat  differently  from  me  i  but  not  fo 
as  to  affcd  my  conclufion  from  iu  For  he  cvi- 
dehily  lafierts  dlat'tbe  Lo^  wis  '«lorlisli|^  God 

only  becaufc  God  was  always  ^oytKQ-^  rational^ 
which  "  entirely  excludes  proper  perfofiificatioA« 
.See  AtKfattgoras,  p;^8d.   Cte  icifon^  as  k  estifts 


% 
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in  man,  be  called  a  pexibiH  xnerdy  becauTe  man  h 
a  rtfitfmi/ being  ? 


Bcfidesy  this  is  the  only  one  of  all  nvf  authoritiea 
thdt  ybu  have  thought  proper  to  ezanune ;  whereas 
there  arc  others  ^hich  you  have  overlooked  fo 
plain  and  determinate,  that  it  is  impoO^ble  £or  you 
ID  interpret  them,  otherwife  than  I  liave  done ;  as 
they  evidently  imply,  that  it  depended  upon  the 
Father's  will;  that  the  Logos  fliould  have  a  proper 
perfomfication^  and  become  a  Son>  witbrerpeftto 
hin).  The  pailkges  which  I  have  quoted  from 
TeituUian  and  LaftandoSt  vol.  i.  p.  28.  wfyA 
orthodoxy  you  cannot  queftion^  I  call  upon  ^oa 
piM^ul^ly  to  cpniiden 

There  is  a  paffage  in  TertulUan  which  ftiews 
how  ready  the  platonizing  Chriftians  were  to  revert 
to  the  idiea  of  an  sttribuii  of  God  in  their  ufe  of 
the  word  Logos.        We  have  faid  that  God  made 
^^the  univerie  by  his  ward^  rcafsn^  and  power  % 
and  it  appears  that  among  your  phiiofophers 
alfo,  the  Logos^  that  is»  ^feecb  and  reafon^  was 
the  maker  of  the  iiniverfe.   For  this  Zeno  fup- 
pofcd  to  be  the  maker  and  difpofer  of  all  things^ 
that  the  iame  is  called  fale,  and  God^  and  cht^ 
$mnd  of  Jupiter^  and  the  meejfify  of  all  ibings 

^  Jm  ediximui  Deum  iiniverfiutem  hanc  mundi  vcrbo, 
4imioa€^  ct  virtme  nioHtitmr  A|piid  vdbot^uoque  (jiptenMiy 
K^yoiy  id  tSL  fet0ion(fli»  ftqac  rationem,  CQnft<it  artiScen* 
fiden  aniverfitttis.  l}onc  enin  ZcBO  dctenntiiat  fa^tacorem^ 
iciinAgia  ^fofidone  formmrit «  eua^to  ef  facum  vocairi, 
m  6im^  et  wt^tuam  lorto*  ec  neoi^tiKem  oi&D2aiii:xefitm. 
J^fdjgctietiiA  fcft*  aai.  p- 19*  ^ 

]^  a  The 


i 


Digitized  by  Google 


tETtERS      t  b 


The  Piatbhici  trittity,  at  fcaft  the  fecond  pcHbn  in 
itf  probibly  had  iu  origin  in  peiffonificadm';idMl 

in  this  the  Chriftians  were  too  ready  to  follow  them, 

by  converting  the  Logos  of  St*  Joha  into  a  prop^ 

♦ 

'  You  acknowledge,  p.  56.  that  thefe  writers  pit* 
tonized,  ind  tHi^  y6u  %  Was  (iomteoti  I6  Athfe^^ 

nagoras,  and  them  all.      '  If  any  thing/*  you  fay, 
p.  56.     be  juftly  reprchenfible  in  the  notions  of  • 
^  ^  pUitonk  diMltens^  it  is  tht^  coneot^  wfai^^ 
fecms  to  be  comnnon  to  Athenagoras,  with 
^  them  ail,  and  is  a  key  to  the  meaning  of 
■*  tnariy  oMctnt  paffages  in  tiiciriivridngs  s  chat  dft 
•  •*  external  dlfplay  of  the  powers  of  the  fon  in  th6 
buhneisot  creation^  is  the  thing  intended  in  the 
fcriptofc  language,  under  the  figure  6f  'Ws  gene-^  - 
r^2/ii?;j  i  a  conceit  which  fecms  to  have  no  certain 
fonndation  in  holy  Vrit,  and  no  atfthority  in  tht 
^  opinforili  and  the  doSrines  of  xht  pltetditi^ 
age  I  and  it  fcems  to  have  betrayed  fome  of  thofe^ 
who  weri  the  moft  wedded  to  ic,  into  the  uie  of 
•*  a  very  improper  language  %  as  if  a  ne^  relation 
•*  had  taken  place  between  the  firft  and  the  fecond 
•*  perTon,  When  the  creative  powers  #c!rc  firft  .  cx- 
V  erted/'   -  ' 

You  add,  after  apobgiziag  for  the  condiift  of 
•tlK  platonszing  fathen,  **the  convcrfion  of  an  ittrii* 

butc  into  a  pcrfon,  whatever  Dr. -jPrieftley  raaj 
'^^  imaginct  is  anoti<m  to  which-ihef  were  entire 
ftni^ipn,?   .1  mfwer  tiiat  it  is  not  poflible^ 

■  '^cith«tr 
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tithcrby  cboufeqf  plain  wordst  pr  %^m,  to  eatprcff 

this  DOtioo,  to  which  you  fay  they  were  entire 
ltnf^gix$9  more  deafly  cliftn  vi^ey  do.  for,  accoi^- 
ing  to  tbe  moft  defi^iite.  bogu^  9  9iui  ufi^ 

the  Logos,  as  cxifting  in  the  father,  prior  to  ch^ 
creacioo,  was*  |u:cording  to  them,  the  idoic  thing 
ifk  1^  thit  fwyte  i$  MM^mm^  wbicfa^  19  ecitaial|[  no 

proper  per/on^  diftinguilhable  from  the  man  himr 
ipif.  Yf  iH  you  %  that  the  is  oae  perfoa  of 
iMngft  aa4  ^  n^S/i^  MOthec^  00^  fmnprehendo^ 
in  the  ?  In  like  manner  it  is  impolTible 
ffH  tfWt  tifH  m\i9^'^  language  pf  ibck 

Wfi^s,  t))^t,  ac^c^iidiog  tp  thqr  idpis,  there  wat 
fiq^pg,iOt  ^  b^lopging  tQ  the  Sion^  originaiiy^ 
bui  mh0t  w  imfSMy  fmiWuied  what  tbq^ 
cxprefs  by  the  term  F4Uber.  I  will  add,  that  if 
this  was  not  the  orthodoxy  of  the  agCf  tber^  IW) 
orthodoxy  in  it. 

« 

Ti^  the  LfifG^  of  the  father,  the  i^me  tiiat  con-^ 
flkwid  die  ircofid  ptffm  ^n  lyifuty^  ex^^lf 
fonrefponded  to  the  Logos,  or  reafon,  or  word  of 
vuuL^  waa  the  idea  of  Atb^oafius  bimielf.  Hav-^ 
Mg  fjpokn  of  tlie  F^|rr«  4s  pUlpd  thf 

bccaufe  be  only  is  unbegotten,  A^trwrr©-,  and  the 
fmwtum  df  deity ^  M>a  and  of  the  ion  aa 

only  G94  God^  3«#«ift  ^m,  he  fayit  tnanfwer  to 
tbe  queHioOf  how  this  Logos  can  become  a  perfoa 
inGodf  whin  it  doea  not  fo  in  man  1  ^*  The  word 
*•  conceiwd  in  the  mind  of  man  does  not  become 
**  pmn  of  man^  fince  it  does  npt  liye,  or  iubfift  | 
^  bociaooly  the  notkm  of  a        aaA  iibfiftiog 

F  3  "  heart. 
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f  ^  heart   When  it  is  pronounced  it  has  no  conttT 

nuance,  and  being  often  uttered,  docs  not  re- 
"  main.  Whereas  the  pfalmill  fays  the  U^erd  of 
^  ibi  Lord  remaineib  for  eoer^  and  the  evangdifk 

agrees  witii  him,  &c  *.'*  •  • 

'  «^  On  thi$  fiil:gea,'<  you       p.  58.  ^<  it  is  but 

juftice  to  Dr.  Prieftley  to  acknowledge,  what 
^*  indeed  he  ought  to  have  acknowledged  for  him- 
felf,  that  in  this  milinterpretation  of  the  pktonie 
fathers,  he  is  not  original :  that  he  hath  upon 
his  fide  the  refpe&able  authority  of  two  very 
eminent  divines  of  the  Roman  church,  Fetavius 
arid  Huetius-"    Of  this,  I  aiTure  you,  Sir,  I 
was  quite  ignoiant^  but  I  ice  no  reaibn  to  be  aihamed 
of  fudi  company,  or  of  any  company,  in  the  caufe 
of  trutlv  ^ 

That  any  mere  exiemal  difplay  of  powers^  as  yov 

P*  57'  Should  ever  be  i<^r med  gemration^  is  lb 
improbable  from  its  manifeft  want  of  analogy  to 
any  thing  that  ever  was  called  gener^ikm  befioie  oe 
fuKc  i  that  luch  an  abufe  of  words  is  not  to. be 
iuppolcd  of  theie  writer^  or  of  any  perfoa>  with* 

^^}^ety.li  KakufJLU^,  OV1N  'VOTf  J^iAfjitlfOi '  TOP  S%  TV  •d'fff 

Ao^or  Atp^%9f  0  4«Afi»^o^  MK^Ayil  Kiym¥y  Ui  Tor  AtmvA  0 
&bil»nt)a414iL  ScQ.  co«M^ft|^ctUi  Orcgtlci>  Opera,  vol.  u 

P*  6%!. 

cut 
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Wt  rctf  pofiti Ve  proof ;  and  in  this  cafe  jo\£  ad- 
ymacc  ootbiqg  but  a  merejcoi^ie^hi0e»  dcfticuoe  of 
any  thing  claat' cm g^e  k;atiQi^  probability.'' 

If  tkdXjjfp^  had  liad)aii*afti3al  perfimal  ikijtmie 

with  all  its  proper  and  fcparate  powers,  from  all 
ctenitcy^  how  could  he  be  iaid  to  be  generated^ 
when  iie:  only  exertedtlofe  powers  in  a  pah:icular 
way  ?  for  iince,  according  to  your  hypothefis,  he 
WBs  Uwiys  n  *  mceUigeat'  poribn  from  the  bq^ 
ning,  he  muft  have  exertjed  his  intelleftual  facul- 
ties in  ibme  way  or  oilier  from  all  eternity,  a&  much 
flsther  fiKber  Jumielf  ;t'«uad"Wa6  die  eaeidailor  the 
faculties  of  the  Father  in  the  creation  of  the  world 
ever  called  a  generaswn  of  tbe  Fa^hcr^  by  tbol^ 
wiio  fiippded  .cmdoQ  to  be  a  work  of  bis^  peiy 
formed  in  time, 'after  the  Japfe  of  an  eternity,  in 

which  nQthtQg  had  Jbeea  oeaied  ?  Atui^  yec,,  aGWKd^ 
ing  to  you^  this  language  muft  baYe  be^  equM^T 

proper  with  refped  to  the  Father,  as  with  rcfpcdl 

from  all  ewnityf :,        %  r  .... 

■r 

\  «  SoBJar^^'p*  "^ifter  aJlthatDr*  |?rieftkar 
hath  written  about  the  refemUance  between!  the 
ccckiiaftical.aod  the  platonic  0inity,  he  has  yci^ 

^  k  feems*  to  leanit  that  a.  nvuffc^  l^jr^fi  a 

^  Logos  which  had  ever  not  exifted,  was  no  left 
an  abfurdity  in  the  academy^  than  it  is  an  impiety 

1*  ia  tboi*  dnnch.  The.  epaferts.  fiom  pl^mfm 
muft  have  renounced  their  philolbphy  before  they 

^  fould  be  thip  aucbm     dbiU  abTuidr  this  mqn^ 

F  4  l^ifaroui 
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^  ibcros  Ofmon.  the  m6m  dial  ttm  doAjnm 
^  took  kB  nfe.^ndi  tbsai  bemfs  4  cool  ignor* 

ance  of  the  genuine  priociples  of  thdr  khool, 
it  is  eafy  to  foiefee  that  the  aigMxneatB  brought 
M  in  fupporc  of  it  can  obly  be  faqudtdin  gcois 
wufconitna^km  of  tbdr  langiagTi** 

,  To  this  I  can  only  fay  that  you  difcover  a  total 
ign9caocc  of  what  I  hav^  aflcrtcd»  and  I  do  not  know 

done*  I  have  no  wjierc  iaid,  or  fuppofcd,  tbtf  » 
diat:dKjnttoiafta».  M       pfctinniBiig  cbrifliapa, 

held  that  the  Lx)gos  was  created,  or  that  it  had 
ever  not  e^iftod  ^  but  €ttil|:.tbat»  wbeceas  it  was  od^ 
ginally  iKHhaig  makt  cfaaa  a  property  of  thejdiviia 

mifldy  it  aifumcd  a  feparate  pcrfonal  charaflo'  ia 

timei  The  Logos  of  the  Plattmifts  lady  ia  'dMir 
cl|)iAion,  always  h^  a  pcrfiml  adftwicB,  becaofe 
f  kHQ  fuppofed  creation  to  have  beca  eteroali  but 
ftUkjma^w^  dia  opfajoii  df  ^hft  pi  imriwiig  duif- 

tiam,  Who  held  that  the  world  was  not  ci^klia)  \ 
and  therefoce»  idaiiitng  aa  much  of  platonilm  a& 
confiflent  with  ttet  doftrine,  th^  held  that 
there  was  a  time  wtien  the  Father  was  akm^  dnd 

^MNChouia  lbiii  1m  Logos  or  mlbabeiiig  ill  aU  chit 
dme  the  fame  rilii^  bi  him  diac  reaibn  ooir  ii  to 
mani  and  of  tbia  1  have  prod«Ked  aUmdanc  cvi* 
dehOBi 

I  cHU|oe  dofe  tlMi  leoKr  OB  the  ftrjmjfiuuim  ^ 

Ing  p  ihe  Etft  account  wc  iutvc  oi  it. 
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.  That  Chrift  had  a  proper  permanent  prc-exlftence, 
m  the  Legos  of  the  Father^  firii  diftiiid^Iy  abpcm 
diemhings  of  Juftiff  Martyr  v  and  from  his  la* 
bouring  the  point  fo  much  as  he  does,  and  eipe'» 
daUy  fiom  Us  piovsding  a  mreat,  in  cafe  heihoiilct 
not  be  able  to  pro^  it  ia  moft  probable  that 
bt  was  the  iirft  who  ftaned  it  However,  lie  alfo 
aaentioiia  a  diffcient  opinioii  on  the  f ubjeA^  wiiich 
probably  preceded  his  own,  and  pared  the  wa^ 
for  it ;  and  this  was  not  vcrjr  lemoie  ftosa  tba 
HBBtarian  doftrine» 

It  was,  that  the  emiflion  of  the  Logos,  as  a 
pcrion^  WW  an  occafiooal  things  and  intended  ta 
aofwer  particular  purpofcs  only  %  after  which  it 
was  abforbed  into  the  divine  eilcncc  again*  On 
tUs  fcheiM  the  Lo^  mighi.  hm.  been.a  leal 

perfon  firft  at  the  creation  of  the  world,  aiid  again 
when  it  was  employed  ia  xhe  divme  intercourfo 
with  the  potiianrhst  and  the  childrea  iiiliel,  m 
the  intervals  of  which  it  might  have  been  deprived 
of  its  perionality ;  and  iaftly,  have  recoveoKi  it  al 
the  Imth  of  Chrifl^  and  have  retainfld  item  jAer^ 
Whereas,  the  opinion  of  Juftin  was,  that,  after  the 
6tft  CQufiion  of  the  Logoa*  atthe  creatiiuiof  lha 
world,  it  .was  never  again  abforfaed  into  the  di^nt 

% 

««  There  are,**  fays  he*  (to  abridge  what  he  faya 
on  this  fubje&)  I  know,  who  are  of  opinion^ 
^  diat  the  power,  iv^^^i,  which  proceeded  from*  . 

*  Oudogi  pan  (ecaiidi,  Cdtt.Thirlby,  p.  412. 

«  the 
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V  the  Father  of  aiit  anci  appeai:ed:.;«» 'Mpfcs» 
*?  or  CP  -Abmiiani)  or  to  Jacob,  and  whi^h,  m 
^  differ.cnt  circuu^ftaoces,  was  calisd  an  avgel^  g 

•  V  ^  ^  remained .  a  power  ii^epa^able 
'  from  the  Father  jyft  as  a  beam;  of  light  it 
.  y.  iof€pai:abie  from  the  fupf,  which  js  ^n  the  he^-. 

V  vent,  and  wiiich,  wheo  ijt  iets,.  ip.iarfi^^iong: 

V  with  it.  Thus  the  Father,  whenever  he  pleafes, 
,  ^  thef  fay,  m^kc^.liu^  pow^  to  come  ic^i  oi  him,- 

and  <|vbonQirer  be  ii^iU^  he  calls  ii^ 
•*  back  Into  himfclf  again.  And  in.  the  fame 
•*  inaaner  0)ey  lay  ifi  m^kes  angels.  But  that 
ff  mgda  are  permafient  .beings, '  I\  have  already 

ihcwn  ;  and  that  this  power,  which  the  prophets 
call  Gtfd^  and  an  angei^  is  not  like  a  beam  oi 
ligh^  but  leiAains  humeiiflaUy  diftinft 
^*  fourcc,  I  have  Ihcwn  at  large ;  obferving  that 
ff  cUs^power,  ^vNifur»  is  ptoduced  bf  the.  poiveo 
^  and  will  of  the  Father,  but  not  fo  as  that  die 
^<  Father  lofcs  any  thing  by  ixs  emiflion,  but  as 
^  one  fire  is  lighted  by-  another-^Ic  is  called  LonL 
in  the  hiftory  of  the  dcftnidion  of  Sodom,  and 
rained  fire  from  that  Lord  who  was  in  heavei^ 
M  iatid  who  was  the  l^ord  of  that  Locd  who  was 
«•  on  earth,  as       Father,  and  God-,  being  the 
^  caufe  of  his  being,  of  his  being  powetfuj^  and 
of  his  bebg  Lord,  and  God  t " 

A  beam  of  light  Wit  thea  imagined  to  be  fc^ethi^^ 
conaefled  ^ith  the  foa,  and  fiot  muter  emitted  from  h£^, 
^d  not  retumiag  to  htm. 
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Wc  ftc  in  tltts  paflage  in  how  plaufible  a  manner, 
and  how  liuk  hkeiy  to  alarm  men  of  plain  under- 
fiandtngSt  was  the  doftiuie  of  ibe  difinity  Of  Chri^ 
as  it  was  firft  propofcd.  At  firft  it  was  nothing 
more  than  the  divine  power^  occaiioaaUy  peiio*  - 
nified  (a  fmall  Aep  indeed,  if  any,  fiom  pure  noita*  v 
jianifm)  and  afterwards  acquiring  permanent  perlbn- 
alky  \  but  ftiU  dependent  upoa  the  ifiU  cif  God, 
fnin  whence  it  proceeded,  and  mdrely  lubferrient 
to  him ;  which  was  very  different  from  what  is  iiow 
^norived  conoennig  tbe.  iixQiid  parfim  ia  tl|B 
trinity.  '  * 

I  am,  &a» 

« 

•    ♦  fl 

* 

:  ■    L  E  T  T  E  R     VIL  - 

>  »  ■ 

CfiiffidiraiUns  rilating  U  ibt.  doSrine  ib^ 
Dbar  Stat' 

IpANNOT  hdpf  in  this  piacc,  making  4  few 
lemarks  qq  ibme  of  ypur  obfervations  with, 
refpedl  to  the  doftrine  of  the  trinity^  your  ideas 
of  wilich  appear  to  be  thofe  which  axe  commonly 
termed  AtbauAfian\  implying  a  perfeft  eqpiaKty 
ill  all  the  three  p^ops.  Indeed,  as  a  ftrenuoHs 
^Tpcaie  figr.i^  ^fa^idiQf  £iigiaod,  they canjie 

\.  "  The 
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^  The  advantage,"  you  fay,  p.  69.      to  be 
^  Dl^d^  Uofi^  tfa^  deep  reica^d^t  U  aoc  fu^ 
ioCght  into  the  manner  in  which  the  thrctdivioc 
•*  perloiia  ar«  uoited^  ^  knowledge  .wi^i^h  i»  imice4 
^(  tM  high  <Qf  4  mftiw  perhaps  ^  mgpU  1  irhic)^ 
in  our  prefent  condition  at  leaft  is  not  to  be 
attaiiic«|»  $od  jMght  not  to  be  fought,    liut  ihac 
^  ]iift^sip|tahnteii  of  the  clirifti«i  dci£WDe,  which 
wiU  ihcw,  that  it  is.jipt.aiie  of  thofe  i;hing& 
thil'*  no  miricks  am  prove'  will  be  the  ctftaii^ 
fruit  of  the  (hidi^  recommended.    1  hey  will 
lead  us  to  fee  the  fcripturc  do<^rine  in  its  true 

light:  that  it  i8|  an  impcrfed difcoveryt  noca 

contradidion**' 

A  m/rsstieion^  you  nckntfwledge,  p.  6 ;« is  that 

a  part  is  equal  to  the  whole,  t>r  that  the  lame 
f<  .th^  in  ibp  fwe  K^gf^  is  at  the  fiMW  ik^ 

"one,  und  many/*  This  you  admit  that  nothing 
can  prove.    **  No  teftimony,'*  you  lay,  **  that  a 

contradidion  ij,  Ihould  be  allowed  to  over^ 
•*  power  the  intuitive  convidtion  that  it  iannot  be. 
^  Afl  enquiry,  therdore,  into  the  realbnablefieft  of 
^  oar  faiti^  as  well  as  juft  views  of  its  hiftor^- 
^  is  of  gfcat  importance.'* 

-Nmp  I  alk,  whtreto  <1mi  rfio  AtkaMlWd^rriit 

of  the  trinity  differ  from  a  contradiftion,  at 
you  hMt  dcemd  k?  \t  aflsits,  ia  tffeft,  thH 

nothing 
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ix>thing  i&  wanting  to  eMn  liie  fotkiv  Son, 
or  the  Spirit,  t6  onrfttcute  ca^htiC  tkm  truly  and 
pmperly  God  ;  each  being  e^uai  in  etemkyt 
aft  divine  perfeacidnt^  ;ttkl  yectfittilideihttt  « 

not  sbree  Godsj  but  only  c^i^  God.  Th^y  are, 
therefore,  both  (nu  'And  tMTty  in  the  fame  fefpeA^ 
^iz«irieadi  being  perfeaXS^  TUt  it  tevttmly  at 

much  a  contradidion  as  to  fay  that  Pner,  James^ 

md  jdtim  IttHog  eadi  cff  dni  arvry  ^bin^ 

requlfite  to  conltitute  a  coftvpfcte  man,  are  yet^> 
all  together,  not  iJbrei  but  only  §nt  auauj 
For  the  ideas  annOed  to  the  words  G9d^  or««% 
cannot  mafce  any  difference  in  the  nature  of  the 
two  propofmons.  After  the  council  of  Nke,  there 
are  idlanees  of  the  doftrine  oF  de  trinity  Ijri^ 
explained  in  this  very  manner.    The  fathers  of 

that  age  being  partkularly  intent  on  ^ptdjenritig 
&e  full  equattty  of  die  three  perfons^  tbey  entovly 
loll  fight  of  their  proper  urniy.  And  explain  tUa 
do&riiie  as  you  will,  one  of  diefe  d^Qgs  naift  tftt 
be  faciificed  to  the  oUicr. 

.  II. 

Notwithftanding  what  I  have  quoted  from  you 
ttbovcy  you  iieoi  40  counirnancc  tome  Sott  of 
IbcpiuMoihn  df  jheidoftfiM  tif  die  ninky*  ^  3^ 
•*  fenfe"   [vte.       Atbenagoras]  you  fay,  p.  55. 

is  chat  die  {»riMri  aiteoae  of  a  4a^^  , 

'•  'h  ImpPied  in  the  very  idea  of  a  God.  And 

the  argument  reft^  on  a  principle  which  wai 
7  ^  comoKia 
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common  to  afl  the  platonic  fittbers^  and  fiepil 

to  be  founded  io  fcriptare,  that  the  cxiftence 
of  the  Sooi  .flows  necefiarily  from  the  dbine 
*•  iptcli^  exerted  on  itfelf^  from  the  Father^ir 

contemplation  of  his  own  perfections.  But 
U  the  Father  ever  was»  his  perfedkions  have  ever 
•**«bcen,  and  his  intelieft  has  been  ever  aftiVc. 

But  per£e&ions  which  have  cvet  been,  (he  tyct 
*    4iSdvt  intelieft,  miift  ever  have  contemplaiibci  i 
and  the  contemplation  which  has  ever  been, 
P[iuft^ever  Myc  b^en  accompanied,  with  its  jjull 
i^  j^bEt^  the  {lerfonaI.evStexice  of  the  Soo.'^ 


I  wifli  you  had  jlkewn  what  it  is*  in  the  fcri^ 
cures^  or  indeed  in  the  fathers,  that  gives  any  couiW 
tenance  to  this  curious  piece  of  reafoning  ;  and 
in  your,  reply  to  me  I  hope  you  will  not  fail  ttf 
po'iDt  it  out.  In  the  mean  time,  as  we  cannoc 
imtcad  to  diaw  any  concluTions  from  the  oecef- 
nij  operations  of  ' am  mind,  but  from  their  fup- 
poicd  analogy  to  tfiofc  of  other  minds,  that  is  our 
mm,  you  will  find  yourfelf  embarrafled  with  a 
difficulty  fimilar  to  that  of  Tertullian,  Lac^ 
tantius^  and  Athanalius;  and  muft  explain  tons 
how  it  comes  to  pa(s,  that  if  the  dmtMiplatioft  of 
the  divine  pcifeftions  of  the  Father,  neccfiarily 
prodiKTcd  a  diitinft  peribn  in  him,  fully  equal  to 
liimfelft  a  mmfs  contemplattoii  of  foch  perfee- 
tions,  or  powersj  as  he  is  poflbfled  of^  ihould  not 
produce  aoother  iuclligent  perfoo  fuUy  equil  id 
MmWfr 

You 
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Dk.    h  q  R  s  l  e  t. 

Tou  wtU^  perhaps,  fay  (thmigh  700  dm  have 

notbing  to  audiorize  ic)  that  the  impofllbility  of 
pccylucingihia  in  man^  is  the  Imperfisdioiir'cif  Jib 
faculties,  or  his  limited .  power  of  contemplao- 
iog  them.  But  to  cut  off  that  fubterfuge,  I 
will  aflc,  why  the  conteniirfatioii  of  die  Sm's  per- 
fe6HonSj  which  you  fuppofe  to  be  fully  equal  to 
thofe  of  -the  fatber«  and  wbofe  energy^  ttf  cmH 
tempiatfbri  you  nitfft  likeWife  fdppofe  eqiMl  to 
that  of  the  Father^  does  not  produce  another 
incelligeot  being  equal  tO  himfelfi  and  why  are 
not  f  trfons  in  the  Godhead,  in  this  manner,  mul- 
tiplied ai  infinhum  ?  if,  for  any  incomprehenfil>lc 
reafon,  this  my  fterioas  power  of  generiti^  be  pe- 
culiar to  the  Father,  why  does  it  not  ftill  6f)eritt? 
Is  he  not  -an  unchangeable  being,  the  lame  mrtr 
diac  he  was  from  the  beginning,  his  perfections 
the  fame,  and  his  power  of  contemplating  them 
^  iame  ?  -Why  then  are  not  more  fens  produeed  i 
Is  he  become  <iyw^,  incapable  of  this  gencra- 
tion^  as-  the  orthodox  Fathers  ufed  to  ^(k  ?  O0 
does  it  depeild  upon  his  m//  todpleafitre^  yifhe^ 
ther  he  will  exert  this  power  of  generation  ?  If 
.foy  is  not  the  Son  as  much  a  cnatun^  depend-** 
.ing  on  the  will  of  the  creator,  as  any- diing 
elfe  produced  by  him,  though  in  another  manner^ 
.aod  tbia  whether  he  be  of  the  iame  fabfttfoce> 
•^o««o^  with  him  or  not  ?    •    ♦  •         ' • ' 

I  fiiould  aKb  iike  to  kaow.in  what  manMrithe 

^fUrd  perfinjaAhcuimtj.  w^s  produced.   Was  it 

by 
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•lofibie^jcmA  ci^^     th^  two  flrfli  in  the  toA- 
tempiktidn  af  cbehr  lefpeftive  pofcftiomi 
ib,  why  does  doc  the  lame  operation  in  them  pi^ 
-^mo^  ti/mMb^       ttc«  Aoc* 

Adinktiiaig,  .  bowevaj  .this  ftrange  ^cgount  of 
diQ  |^i^F«»kMiHiif  Che  trinitfr  -(equal  'm  fyb&rdif^ 
to  any  thing  in  the  Jcwifli  cabala)  viz.  that  the 
perfonal  exigence  of  the  fon  iKOcljEwily.  flows  from 
4bi  iatelioa:  of  die  Eatber  nexnt^  *  0^  UiTel^  it 
certainly  implies  a  virtual  priorHj^  or /upmority 
iAidbe^t^Mber wUhfOip^ft  co  tJie  Son  a  M(t  no 
can  be  pn^rly  who  haa  any  fupiri9r. ,  la 
ibort,  your  icheme  effcduaUy  ovi^ium^  t)ic  doc- 
trine of  fibe  pioper  a}ir4%»  a^  well  as  that  of  iihe 
umty  of  the  three  perfons  in  the  trinity*  . 

w 

m  • 
I  * 

Maad>  Sir,  iiad  you  Jiivd  in  4btx>er  iSmiKf 

ticklifli  times,  when  words  were  more  narrowly 
watehad-than  they  are  nowi^  I  think  yoo  W0ulil 
^Jiaye  fuo  lome  riCk  of  being  aceufed  of  Jierefy, 
Ibr  chus  boldiy  making  the  fecond  perfon  ia  the 
^oity  to  be  oothing  dnore  than  Aottgh 

the  «cccflary  eifcft  of  the  Father's  contemplation 
of  his  own  4>erfedions.  F^r  from  this  waa  Dr# 
,WfUe4»iid»  and  iril  che  ftria  Atbanafiam  df  the  3aft 
age.  They  maintained  that  the  trinity  conlifbai 
of  three  perfons,  all  irMfy4§d^fmiif«  «f  .eack  other. 
It  is,  indeed,  very  amufing  to  obfenre  how  many 
totaUy  difcordant  opinions,  Ichcmcs  as  diftant  from 

:cadiothaMliBhtiu¥idarkociajallpaiMb^ 

in 
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Error  itfcif , IS  h^icdly  mftre  y^jiow  ^tJftP  li^Rdera 
truth* 

IIL 

You  naiiMC  biit  aduowledge  ibot  Ae  proper 
objed  of  fH'ayer  is  God  the  Father,  "Whom  you 
tali  <lie«firft  perfon  ki  the  trim^.  ^Ifidecd^  y<m 
buiooc  6fld  ifat  IcriptiMS  any  pneept  4m,  inrtt 
aucbonze  us  to  addrefe  ourfdves  to  any  other 
perfcMif  nor  my  preper*MM»^  ef  k.  tS^ery  4kiog 
that -yoo  ^  alledge  to -this  purpofe,  as  Stephen's 
Ihort  ejaculatory  additis  to  Clirift,  whom  he  had 
juft  beforeiieen  in  ViikHi,  &c.  JS-Veiy  MCOfifidenMe^ 
Our  Saviour  himfelf  always  prayed  to  his  Father, 
and  with  as  much  humility  aod  refignation  as  the 
flxA  d«pefideiitbdogki4he4iRiverfe^iikl  poOMy 
do ;  always  afldreflbig  Urn  as  his  father^  or  the 
mubBT  bis  bung  ^  and  he  dire&  his  difcipies  to 
piay  to  the  lame  fp«ac  Ixingi  nuMai^t  he  il^ 
"u/^  ought  to  ferve. 

Had  ^  iiic»dcd  to  guard  agaii^  <il  mMake  on 

this  fubjcft,  by  fpeaking  of  God  as  the  author  of 
his  .being,  in  tbi  fame  Jgnjt  in  which  he  19  the 
|uit;hor  of  being  to  4Ul.men»  he  couid  not  have 
done  it  more  exprcisly  than  he  has,  by  calling 
hicn  his  father  and  our  father,  his  God  and  our 
God.  At  the  fame  time  he  calls  ^lis  difcipies 
his  kretbrm*^   Co  to  my  bretbrep^  and  fay  unt9 

♦  John  XX.  17. 

« 

6  ihm^ 
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tiAif  I  ^fi^  ^^^^  ^  faiber  and  your  father y  to  ^ 
God  andjcur  (S^d.  Can  you,  Sir,  read  tWi,  and 
lay  that  wc  uhitarians  wreft  the  fcripturcs,  aad 
and  are  not  guided  by  the  plain  fenfe  of  them  I  ^ 

Accordiuglyj  the  praftice  of  praying  to  the 
father  OA]y;»-  was  long  univerfal  in  the  chriftian 
church.  The  fliort  addreffes  to  Chrift^  as  thoTe 
in  the  Litany*  Lord  have  mercy  on  us^  Chrifi  ha've 
mrty  cn  uSf « being  comparatively  of  late .  date. 
In  the  Clementine  liturgy,  the  oldeft  that  is  ex- 
tant, contained  in  the  Apojlolical  Confiisutipm^ 
mrbich  were  pipbably  compofed  about  the  4th'  cen- 
tury, there  is  no  trace  of  any  fuch  thing.  Origcn, 
in  a  large  treauie  on  the  fubjeft  of  prayer,  urges 
Tery  forcibly  the  propriety  «|f. praying  to  .the  ^  fa- 
ther only,  and  not  to  Chrift;  and  as  he  gim 
fio  hints  that  the  public  forms  of  prayer  had  any 
thing  reprehenfible  in  tbem  ivt  that  refpeft,  ,wc 
are  naturally  led  to  conclude  that,  in  his  time, 
fuch  petitions  to  Chrift:  were  unknown  in  the 
public  aflemblies  of  chriftians^  and  fuch  hold 
have  early  efthbliflied  cuftom^  on  the  minds  of 
men,  that,  excepting  the  Moravians  only,  vhofe 
players  are  always  addrefled  to  Chrift,  the  gene- 
ral pradice  of  triAitarians  themfelves  is  to  pray 
to  the  father  only. 

Now,  pleafe.  Sir,  to  confidcron  ^hzi  priftcifie 
could  this  early  and  univerfal  pra£tice  have  been 
founded.   What  is  there  if),  your  do&rine  of  a 
'  trinity,  confifting  of  three  equal  perfons,  to 

entitle 
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the  Son,  or  thcSpirit?  I  doubt  not  buc  that,  con- 
ideiing.  die  g  ibing  ^  m$i$9  you  yourfelf  <«oiild 
•iRIvtrthtMight  that,  (incc,  of  thefe<tbree  pcHbm^ 
iris  the  fecond  tfaac  was  thc.m^ier.Df  the  werld^ 
A  tii«ris  the m^Maii ^ovtrmr-  ^  it^  be  is  tfaac 
prtibn'  of  the  chsrce'  v^ith  i^hdm  tvtf  i'aa;^ 
i9%  and  therefore  he  is  that  perfon  to  whom  our 
piayera  ought  » lie  addrefibk  7^89  I  ibouU 
think,  would  have  been  a  natural  conclufion>  even  if 
Chrifl  had  not  been  thought  to  be  equal  tojhe 
Father,  but  only  the  maker  and  tfae  governor  of 
the  world  under  him  ;  fuppbfing  him  to  have 
had  power  ongiqaUy  given  him  equal  to  the 
making  and  gdveniing  of  it,  as- 1  have  fliewn  at 
large  in  my  Difyuifitiom  on  matter  and  fpirii,  voK  u 
f .  37&  For  we  (hoi^d  naowally  look  up  to  tiuUL 
being  on  whom  we  immediately  depend  $  know- 
ing that  it  muit  be  his  proper  province  to  attend 

tou»; 

♦  • 

'  'I'm  « 

If  there  ihould  have  been  any  reafon,  in  the  na* 
tare  of  thiDg9>  though 'uodifcoyefable^aod  incom* 
prehenfible  by  us,  why  the  world  fhould  have  been 
made  and  lupported  by  fome  being  of  commu- 
nicated.  power,  and.delegated^  authority^  rather 

than  by  the  felf-cxiftcnt  and  fupreme  being  him- 
fcif  (and  if  the  fact  be  fo,  tlierc.ouiil  have  been 
finne  good  reafon  for  it)  that  unknown  reafon, 

whatever  it  be,  naturally  prefents  this  derived 
being  to  us,  as  the  proper  9bje^  of  our  prayers. 
Ajid  I  muflt  ob^riK  once  more,  that  a  derived 

G  z  pre- 
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pre-exiftcat  being,  fuppofed  to  animate  the  body 

oi  Jdus^  aad  .who  unteialb^lfae'fMktt  of  4te 

cziftdice  is  hoc  to  be  ioibntd^  vihh  the  leaft  ooL 
Mnniiloiiitei^  from  tiKicripiDraiu  tbciimi 
%m cfs  do  tepretent  -Chrift  is  having  p  re*^iftcd 
m,  all>  cbey  cenamly  fupf)o£e  him  Eo  be  tbeiioilffir 
-of  ait  iiiBp.  jjflc ifarib, -tholcfciitv  vikoiptewii 
to  maintain  the  Arian  hypothcfis,  xither  affert  it 

^m^ongifliilftodfpropci:  TutCTtj  oc  elfe  abaodoo 

.-But  TuppofiAg  this  &c0iid  i^usfiui  io  the  frinity 
'tbrbeniirtodependent^inakav  «6v^niei^«Md  tnii 

:3udgc,  "the  pK){)ncty  of  praying  to  him,  and  to 
JiiiD.  ei&luilr.ely>  is  ibtibvioitat  oo/cpaii^ 
^ittiiMi  wbaiiev<r<S6iikl  have  preheated  the  pmfitica, 
-if  ludi  had  been  the  real  belief  of  the  chrifiiao 
hiorid  .from  the  ^bf^gmoiog.  Thte  iftkds^ 
not  do  fo  at  firft,  but  prayed  habitually  to  the 
Father  .ooly>  is,  therefore^  with  me  almoil  a  de- 
nonftrifMi  ciiK  'diejr  did  not  coafider  ^Gfarift  in 
that  light  i  buc  that  whatever  they  might  think 
of  him,  they  did  not  regard  hioi  as  being  a 
'prcptr  9l^iSt4f  magj/tipf  vild^codequently  nbc^aa 
•poffeffed  of  the  attributes  that  arc  proper  to  con- 
ilitutie  hifti  one,  lod  therefore  not  as  truly  G^. 
The  pMbafion  that  he  mis  tniiy  aoS  thdt 
God  on  whom  we  immediately  depend,  would  uii- 
MtUibly»taatednmi  nfitrk'dic  hohicuabpiaaftoe 

Bf  praying  to  him,  as  it  has  at  length  efFefted 

Ivith  re^e&  to  the  Mom'm^k  and  in  fpigbt  of 

conftanr 
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^mAwF  yi^f.^  Ag^oil  aiifcfipturc  precept  and 
^S^Vkx  (he  pra^C^  ba&  inpre  6r:-le&  prera^ 
friih,  all  triniia^ian&.  .  Pjccraixh,  we  Endb^'^^hU 
iMcn^  geoeisilly^  pmjred  ta  CipriA^^  thic  pious ' 

Chr^  cop(Aft»>af  oofliitig  faJefidesN^^^  to  him^ 

in  the  Church  of  England. 

•  t 

'  Whra  IwiUllf^feratrmitariiri)^^^^^ 
iflg  canfcieDtioufly  co  all  the  thf i^erfons  without 
<iiftiQAiofl,  only  begimiiDg  with  the  Father;  and 
whdft  r  diflclf  did  w  th^  ferious  fimplfcity  of  my 
heanty  when  young,  would,  I  doubt  notj  have 
been  done  by  all  chriftians  from  the  beginning^  tf 
their  minds  had  then  been  imprelTed,  as  mine 
Viaa^  .ivijU^  xhe  firm  perfuafion  that  all  the  three 
pcet^wen&Uy  equal  inpow^r,  Vififom^  ^tto^ 
ncfs,  omniprefijnce,  artd  all'  divine  attributes. 
Xhi^argunient  I  recommend  to  your  lerious  con- 
Usiittion,  as  itbi^tth  ne  a  ftiffietent  proofs  dm 
originally  CImit  '^aa  not  cbnQdered  as  a  proper 
ft9d£l«i  v^rftdp  by  ehrlftiiuiSt  and  eonfequently 
MthdrasGod,  nor  as  the  ma^cr  or  governor  of 

|h€  world  under  <5ed/ 

' ,   I.,* «.         .  •  .  ■ 

I  wi(h  you  would  itfieft  a  little  on  the  iubjle^ 
«nd  then  inform  us  what  them  is  in  tbe  doftrin6  of 
ihe  Cfinityj  in  ufdf  c§nfiimi^  th^tcah  recommend 
ir put  ofiaifyOem  of  leligjidiB  tmtk  AH 

C  3  that 
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that  can  be  faid  for  it  is  that  the  do&ine,  howerw 
Myv^te^  io  ic&lf,  unecifiilf  40  dcplain  fome 
partkvito  tbct9t>f .  fcripmre ;  awiite  If  it  hod'*  liit 
been  for  thpfe  particular  tex|s»  wc  fliould  have 
foi^^^wMK  f^^fic^  Jmc  dne  ii  iidther  any  fad 
io.iM/irr^,  Bor  wjT' me  purpofecf  mriilr  (iriddb^ 
^4.W  ^  all  religion>.4ui;  requires 


Is  not  one  felf-e^dftent,  almighty,  infinitely  wife, 
91^4  peffe^lly  gopdtlmog»  fully. equal;  to  the  piro* 
cUi^oii  of 'idl.4ung$^  andialib  t6*  diefupporC'9Hid 
gpyernaxent ;  of  the  worlds  which  he  has  maflel 
^^fi^odi  jfE^^  gpdJieadxaaiiot«be.ieaUy 
yr^x^d  fpr  chif  puipofe,  a9>far^iMk<ive;dii^c9iv»' 


wprUf  is  not  4ht  being  who  rxaait  k  equsQ-  to  dot 
2^J,  If  his^eati^/g$  o&nd  him,  and  by  repoic- 

hi3  forglvenel^,  is  iXt  npc  mofe  jnacuralr  to  fupplfe 
hC.has :ffufi{iu,lfm^if,^,iii,^^^  of  foi^rag 
»  and  0^  rcflpiing  thi|%.i(>  )ib*£0roi]r,ni|pd^ 

out  die  llrangc  expedient  of  another  perfon,  ^ullf 
equ4  CQ  himieii,  condeijpendiog  to  aaim^te^a  humaa 
body^  and  dying  for  us?  We; ^yer  tbtnkjof  uif 
fimilar  expedient  in  order  to  forgive,  with  the  great- 
eft  propfiety  and  effedl,  9^eoo^  com0iiC(ed  ouf 
children  a^iinft  ourielves» 

:^,ll^iutAyefii)!CM  iOppoft  tti*bt  tiie  ufe  of  a 

|»^r/p»  in,  the  trinjtyv  i5  not  the  inflvlence  of  fhi^Wft 

£^0Q.iu%i^^«ih4t^   .  iIiie.dd€e9C«f 
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k»ly%^ric  upoa  ti)e  afyiftles  was  to  enable,  them  ta 
vDtk  miiades.    But  whm  our  Saytour  was  on, 

earth,  the  Father  wUhin  bini^ .  aod  ailing  by.  Ijictij 
d^d  die  lan^c  thiae,    •     "  ,  .  '  '\\ 

You  alio  cannot  deny  that,  excluGve  of  iovm 
pattiqui)ar  .textt,.  «A^rgpiaal  teaor  a£.  fcriptuie  does 
notiuppofe  fijch  at  trinity  as  yoii  contend  for.  Is 
it  not  the  general  tenor  of  the  Old  and 
Teftament»,  chtf  dbe.fiipmne  God  hiaifeif»  snd;^ 
any  other  peribn  afting  under  him,  was  the  propdr 
makqr  pt'the  .wprldj  and  that  he  bimfelf,  and  .not, 
any:  ot))cr  t)eijag»  fiipportsand  governs  kf  Is  not 
ilie  fame  great  being,  the  God  and  Father  of  us 
all,  and  ,ey^  tl)e  God  4uui  Pat  her  of  our  Lord  Je/us 
Ckr^^ .  teprdeBKcL.  lis  forgiving  the  fins  of  his  pe- 
nitent otlipring/w/y,  and  exhorting  us  to  forgive 
as  we  ourfelves  hope  to  be  iof given  ^    And  arq 
we  to  require  any  ianfoni9  iccoinpeno^  or  aton^ 
of  a  penitent  brodier  ?    •  ,  - 

You  will  fay  that  there  are  obfcure  intiaiadoniL 

of  the  doftrinc  of  the  trinity  in  the  Old  Tefta- 
ment,  as  in  God's  faying,  Let  tu  ^ftaki  mm^  and  Ut 
nsgodomuidcoftfoiuii  tbwrlm  But  even 

that  literal  interprecacion  of  thelc  exprcfuons  which 
you  conusnd  for  floes  not  really  favour  your  hypo- 
cMis.  Fpr  then  there  muft  have  been  at  leaft 
two  perjom  concerned  in  making  the  world,  and 
alio  two  or  more  perfons  ouift  have  had  that 
intercourfe  with  mankind,  which  yoa  fay  was  the 
PtQVince  of  the  lecond  perfon  in  the  trinity  only. 

G4 
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1        -         •  , 

Afe  Eaft,  fqrhifti^cs  a  ferj  eafy  explanation  of  all 

the  word  denqqng  Go4  ia  Hebfp^  bill  t|tcpldri| 
oumber* 

ffien,-  A»at»  Sin  flidiiM  y6i»  be  ib  dditoqs 

of  retaining  luch  a  doftrinc  as  this  of  the  trinity, 
^r<^  ydu  ttiiift  i(cSLAoifk^tt  bts  an  tincoutb 
apl^^^irance,  has  always  cbnfoundtfd  the  heft  itfat- 
ibn  of  mankind^  and  drives  tis  to  the  undefirabilc 
<dbairin6  Hi  ilHiffkeatk  trrjffieriisi  to  the  gitai; 
offence  of  j^ws,  Mahodrtetans,  and  unbeliifv«rs 
iti  gin^tal,  without  forpc  urgent  neceftity? 
iii^  d^fficultiirli  #e  m  always  itiithbH^ed  to  diofe 
thef  liaA  j  arid  why  lliould  we  rifk  the  whole  of 

thHftianif]r»  for, the  faike  of  fo uoneccififry ai4 
ttlRldflr^blcapaitif 

Try  then  vvhether  yojn  cailtkit  hit  upon  foni|^ 
method  or  other  of  reconciling  a  ffw  particular 

text^,  rtiit  only  with  common  Jifife^  but  allb  with 
the  g;eneral  and  the  obViOus  ten6r  of  the  jMpturn 
tBmfehH.  In  this  yQu  ^ilt,  if&  dbt^bt,  M 
funic  difficulty  at  firll,  ffbifl  the  efffeft  5f  early 
irinprejllio^i,  and  ailbci&tidn  of  ideilii  but  ai^ 
attedtiori  to  the  true  idiorft  of  th'^  fcflpture  Uft- 
guage,  witK  fuch  helps  ds  you  ttiiy  want,  but 

iTiir  eafily  fihcJ,  fdr  th6  pufpdfe,  Will  failisfy  ycu^ 

thslt  the  doftrinc  of  the  trinity  fbrrtilhesno  proper 
clue  to  the  right  underftanding  of  thofc  Utt^  but 

wiu  mif  f€m  'itt'miaead  pMu 
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I^  ike  metn  cime,  this  ftoftriiie  of  the  ttkkf 

wears  fo  diftgrecablc  an  afpeft,  that  I  think  every 
reafonable  man  muft  fay  with  the  excellent  Areh- 
hifliop  TtHotfbn,  with  rcfpeft  to  the  Athtoafian 
creed,  ^*  I  wifh  wc  were  well  rid  of  it."  This  is 
IKK  letting  up  reafon  zgainA  the  icriptures,  but  re* 
eoneilmg  rekon  with  the  ferioeures,  and  theferip« 
tqres  with  thennfeives.  Oo  your  fcheoie  they  arc 
irreconcilably  at  variance. 

■ 

V. 

In  a  ixfode  of  writing,  altogether  imprtqier  in 
t  fcrioos  difcourfe,  you  ridicule  the  Socinian  in* 
icfpciscauoiia  of  icripturCt  as  uaoaoiralt  aodcoiH 
pwj  to  their  obrioua  meaning ;  and  after  a  long 
ICAuoieration  of  things  which  you  iay  may  ckar 
ip  4^prekp^9M%  but  which  you  infimiate  can 
never  be  clear  to  the  apprehenfion  of  any  man ; 
vfou  add,  p.  14*  But  to  pthers»  who  have  not . 
«  fegacity  to  difeem  that  the  true  meaning  of  an 

infpired  writer  muft  be  the  reverie  of  the  na- 
^  tunU  and  obvious  fenfe  of  the  exi:velIiona 
•f  which  he  employs,  the  force  of  the  conclufion, 
that  the  primitive  chnflians  could  not  believe 
our  Lord  to  be  more  than  a  mere  man»  becanfe 

the  apoftles  had  told  them  that  he  was  the  crea- 
tor  of  the  univerie,  will  be  little  underftood/' 

In  anfwer  to  this,  which  I  fuppofe  you  intend- 
td  for  irmff,  and  which  I  iball  not  endeavour  co 
fttort^  I  fliall  content  myfclf  with  taking  the 

very 
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very  fcsLt  whici^  you  produce,  a&;(h^  tnoft  diffipule 
fyt  m  jQnitarmn  to  recpncUe  to  his  opiniont  -and 
ibew  you  exprcflions  in  it  which  it  is  abloluiely 
impoflible  for  you  to  a^ccomxpodace  to  your  Qwa 
principles,  without^  to  adopt  your  own  knguagct 
f  *  malting  the  true  meiming  of  the  writer  the  very 
f «.  Kverfe  of  the  natural  and  obvious  fenfe  of  xhe 

•  -  ■  • 

f  *  ejjLpreflions  which  he  cfnploys/* 

The  pflfage*  which  is  of  your  own  feieftion, 
is  Coll.  i.  1 5.  &c.  in  uhich  Paul  affirms  that 
Chrift  is  the  image  of  the  imsifibU  God^  and  the 
\frjt  Hm  of  niry^treantri*^  and  yet  you  make 

him  not  the  image  ot  Go  J,  but  God  htmfelf^  and 
fo  far  from  being  a  creature^  that  he  is  the  crciUon 
all  things.  'Produce  any  Socinian  interpretation 
of  a  text  of  fcripLure  more  dircclly  contrary  to  its 
pbyious  meaniog»  if  you  can.   Whatever  difficolqr 
an  unitarian  (n:^y  (ind  in  accommodating  the  latter 
part  of  the  p4fi'^<^     hi3  fcntiments,  you  muft  find 
much  more  to  accpipmodate  the  former  part  to  the 
Athanafian  dodrine.   And  I  will  ^renture  to  fay, 
fhat  for  ope  text-  in  wi^ch  you  can  pretend  to 
^nd  any  thing  harlh  or  difficuk  to  me,  I  will 
engage  to  prouijCQ  ten  that  muft  create  inpre 
difficulty  to  you,  , 

t 

■  ^pw  ilrangcly  muft  you  torture  the  plained 
language,  and  in  which  there  is  not  a  (badow  of 
figure^  to  interpret  to  your  purpofe,  i  Tim.  ii.  5» 
Wi^iTi  ii  Godt  atid  one  me^^atar^  kitween  G&d 
^4  man^  ibe  ^an  Cbrift  Jefus  \  t  Cor.,  viii.  6., 


* 
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thm  4$  ha  om  Gad^ ,  Father^  of  whom 
are  all  things^  andwimbim\  attdm  Lard  Je/us 
Cbri^f  tj  whom  are  ail  things^  and  -.ue  by  bim\ 
or>  diat  ttpiefiion  -  of  «w  Sivioiir  himfelf,  John 
xvii.  3.:  $b9y  migi$  hnmv  tba^  the  mtbf  iru$ 
Gdd),  a$$d  Jefm  Cbrifi  whom  thou  hafi  Jent.  Never 
tjpbrtttd  us  onicarians  with  torturing  the  fcripcures,  ^ 
while  you  have  thefe,  and  a  hundred  other  {llaifl 
facts,  to  drain  at,  and  bend  to  your  Achanaiioa 
hypodiefia:^  befidea  ^-many  gaard  arpiminu  ftoni 
rcalon,  and  the  fcriptures,  of  more  real  force  than 

aoy.partkular  iexts,.to  anfwcf* 

Xhcrc  is  fomething  inexplicable  and  not  to  be 
|K:counted  f6r  in  the  condud  of  feveral  of  the- 
evangelids,  indeed  aU  ot  them,  upon  the  fup- 
P9rmon  of  their  having  entertained  the  fame  fcnti- 
ments'  cbhcerning  ^  Chhit  that  you  do*   Each  of 
t!|c  golpels  was  certainly  intended  to  be  a  fufficient 
Inftrudion  in  the  fundapcm^L  {principles  of  the 
do^ine  of  chriftiai^Ity.   But  d^ereL  is  nothing  thaf  " 
Ckn  be  called  an  account  of  the  divine  or  even  the 
fuper-angelic  nature  of  Cl^^ift  in  the  gofpels  of 
Matthew^  Mark,  or^tAil^e  ^  and  allowing  that  there 
may  be  lome  colour  for  it  in  the  introduftion  of 
fhe  gofpel  of  John,  it  is  remarkable  that  there  are 
many  pafla^es  jn  his  gof^l  which  ate  decifiv^ly  \t\ 
favour  of  his  fiippie  hum^ity. 

Now  tliefe  cvangelills  could  not  imagine  that 
ml^er  the  Jews  or  the  GcQUles,  for  whole  ufe  the 

|^0f|)Ctt| 
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gofpela  vim  wftccas,  would  iUod  in  Mi  tm^isf 
mfyi^duitiaa  oti  ^  {i^bfiSt  of  ia  laudi  itnporiancf^ 

and  which  was  fo  very  r<^motfi  ko&L  the  aigpr<^7 
hcn&oQs  of  theiD  both ;  and  wlweb  WMki  ift  tivr 
6ine  time  liave    cfivftually  caiwicd  ^iwreprmfk 

cf  tbi  crofs^  which       cqj}|io^^  objeflssd  t^.iha 

fee  ifue,  k  ls»  no  4ovK  in  ^be  higheft  dfjgiiee 
important  aavl  iiuwtting.    Siinp^  ijhcrefo^,  tho 

^  it,  fay  nothing  of  iti  iaippuan^e,  it 
may  be  fafd)r  iftfcrrjd        -it  w#  .wliiww  ;M 


a3  e:q>ttcitl7,  and  in  as  defihite  Manner,  lit  the  TVew 
Tcftamcnt  at  leaft,  as  the  doftrinc  ol  t|ie  diviiib 
umty  is  uugh^  in  both  the  0|d  anc^  Nc^  Tritamf»J* 
if  it  be  «truili?  And>hy  i>  tbe  'doftrine  oF  th^ 
umiy  always  delivered  in  fo  unguarded  ^  ioanh«^: 
and  without  apy  exception  inade  in  favour  of  thj^ 
trinity;  to  pimc  any  miftake  with  rcfDed  to  it, 
as  is  always  now  done  in  our  ofthodox  catechyins^ 
creeds,  and  difcourfcs  on  the  fubjedl?  For  you 
cannot  deny  but  the  doSrine  of  the  trinity  looks 
fo  like  an  infringement  of  that  of  the  unity,  oq 
which  the  greateft  poffibk  ftref$  is  always  bid  ^ 
the  Ibrtpcures,  that  it  required  to  be  at  Icail  hinted 
at,  if  not  well  defined  and  c^pl^ned  ^heii  tliq 
divine  unity  was  fpoken  of.  You  cxmteit; 
however,  to  build  fo  ftran^  and  inexplicable  a 
dodhne  as  that  of  tin  trinity  upn  xneic  inferences 


them. 


fro^i 
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bofSk,  cafaal  ejsRrelfioiis,  aad.  cannot  pretend  to 
.one^dear,  cxprcd,  ^nd.  unequiwcal  IdfiMi  on  the 

•  There  are  many,  very  many  paflS^  of  Icrip- 
*im«i.  whidi  inculcate  the  dodnnc  of  the  divine 
vniiy  in  the  cleaKil  and  Oio^ft  manner.  Produae 
one  :fuch  paffage  in  favour  of  the  •rinity,  if  you 
©in. .  And  wliy  fliould  we  believe  thbgs  fo 
mylterion^  nithout  the  dcai^tt^  and  molt  aq^^ 

evidence  ?  -  _ 

VIL 

would  farther  recommend  it  to  your  confide- 
fttioi^  how  itbe  4pofties  could  continue  to  call 
Chrift  a  man^  as  thqy  alimyi  do,  both  in  Ac  book 
4>f>A£ts,  and  in  tlviiir  cpiftles,  after  they  had  dif- 
.cdvcfcd  him  lo  bc  God*  .v.A|spiHtl¥%3i^^^  Wfe^*? 
been  highly  degradii^,  unnatural,  and  impropert 
nofiwkhflanding  his  appearance  in  human  form. 
Cttilom  will  nBCooctloiis  softraoge  conceptions 
of  things,  and  very  uncouth  modes  of  fpcech; 
<biK  4ct  us  take  up  the  matter     initio^  and  puc 
ourfclv^  in  the  place  ^  the  apoftlca  and  firft 
•difcipk$  of  Chfitt. 

They  certainly  faw  and  converfed  with  him  at 

firft  on  the  fuppoficion  of  his  being  a  man,  as 

much  as  themlclves.    Of  this  there  can  be  no 

doubt.    Their  furprize,  therefore,  upon  being 

iafiormcd  that  he  was  not  a  man,  but  really  Cod, 

or  even  the  maker  oi  the  world  under  Go4,  would 

fie 
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be  jufl:  as  great  as  ours  would  now  be  on  difca- 
Irerifig  that  any  of  -oar  acqmShtaQcCy-  or  at  leaft'  ^ 
very  good  nun  and  a  prophet,  was  in  reality 
God,  or  the  maker  of  (he  world.  Let  us  con- 
iider  then  ho#*  we  flioold  fceH  how  we  Ihtmld 
behave  towards  fuch  a  perfon,  and  how  we  fhoufd 
Ipeak  oC  him  afterwards.  No  one*  I  am  confi* 
dent,  would  ever  call  that  bdng  a  nmt,  uti&  he 
was  convinced  that  he  was  Cod.  He  wotiM 
idways  fpeak  of  him  in  a  manner  fuicaUe  tb  bb 
proper  rank. 

Suppofe  that  ally  two  men  of  our  acquaint- 
ance  ihould  appear,  on  examination,  to  be  the 

angels  Mtcbael  and  Gabriel  ^  ihould  we  <ver  aft^r 
this  call  them  flmi'  Certainly  not*  But  we  fliould 

naturally  fay  to  our  friends,  "  thofc  two  perfons 
"  whom  we  took  to  be  mzn^  arc  ml  men,  but 
angds  m  difguife*'    This  language  wouM  be 

natural.  Had  Chrifl-,  therefore,  been  any  thing 
more  than  man  before  he  came  into  the  worid» 
and  efpectally  had  he  been  God,  or  the  maker 
of  the  world,  he  never  could  have  been,  or  have 
been  confidered  as  being,  a  man,  while  he  was  in 
it  5  for  he  could  not  dived:  hhnfclf  of  his  fuperior 
and  proper  nature.  However  df/gui/ed,  he  would 
always,  in  fa&,  have  been  whatever  he  had  been 
before,  and  would  have  been  fo  Jliled  by  all  who 
truly  knew  him. 

Lcaft  of  all  would  Chrift  have  been  confidered 
as  a  man  in  nafoning  and  argummationj  though 

his 
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his  external  appearaace  ikould  have  ib  far  pitt 
men  off  their  guard,  as  to  lead  them  to  give  htm 
that  appellation.  Had  the  apoftlePaul  conlidcred 
Chrift  as  being  any  thing  more  than  a  man,  with 
refpeft  to  his  nature^  he  could  never  have  urged, 
with  the  leaft  propriety,  or  efFcft,  that  as  by  man 
fame  dtatb^  fo  by  man  came  alfo  the  refiarre&ian  ef 
the  dead.  For  it  might  have  been  unanfwerably 
replied,  "  This  is  not  the  cafej  for  indeed  by  man 
Ctfiries  death,  but  not  by  man,  but  by  Gtod, 
««  or  the  creator  of  man  under  God,  comes  the 
<^  rciurredion  of  the  dead*" 

VIII. 

There  is  alfo  another  confideration  which  I  wouid 
lecommend  to  you  who  maintain  ^at  Chrift  was 
either  God,  or  the  maker  of  the  world  under  God. 
It  is  this.  The  manner  in  w  Juch  our  Lord  ^eaks 
of  him&lf,  and  of  the  power  by  which  he  worked 
miracles,  is  inconfiftent,  according  to  the  common 
conilfudion  of  language,  with  the  idea  of  his 
being  pofl«fled  of  ann  proper  power  of  his  owi^ 
more  than  other  men  had. 

* 

if  Chrift  was  the  maker  of  die  world,  and  if, 

in  the  creation,  lie  exerted  no  power  but  what 
properly  belonged  to  himfelf,  and  what  was  as 
much  Us  cwn  as  the  power  of  fpeaking  or  walking 
belongs  to  man  (tiiough  depending  uliimately  upon 
that  fuprcme  power  in  which  we  all  live,  and 
'move,  and  have  our  being)  he  could  not  with  any 

propriety. 


^6  l£Tt£RS  td 

fSQftktfr  and  ivUhout  knowipg  that  be  muft  bt 
^n&iuferftood,  hare  fdd  that  of  bimfelf -be  iould 
do  mihing^  ibat  the  words  which  be  fpake  were  not 
kis  evm^  and  that  the  fAtbir  within  him  did  the 
'^orks.  For  if  any  ordinary  man,  doing  what 
jother  men  ii(uaUy  do,  ih6uld  ^pply  this  langi^ge 
lU>ium&lf9  and  lay  that  it  was  not  he  that  or 
aflbed,  but  God  who  ^ke  and  aAed  1>y  hiiii^  aad 
xhat  otherwife  he  was  not  capable  of  fo  fpeaking  qr 
a&i^  at  all )  we  Ihoukl  jiot  icniple  to  fay  that  hta 
language  was  either  fophifticalf  .or  eUb  downright 
falic  or  blaiphemous. 

If  this  conclufion  would  be  juft  upon  the  fufypo* 
lition  that  Chrift  had  created  all  things,  working 
miracles  by  a  power  j?roperly  his  own,  though 
^derived  *  ultimately  ^irom  God^  much  -more  ^ferce 
"has  it  on  the  iunpofitlon  of  his  working  miracles  by 
a  power  not  derived  irom  any  being  whatever^ 
but  as  much  origtnaUy  in  himfelf  as  the  power  of 
the  Father  *. 

It  would  aiib  be  a  fliocking  abuie  of  lan^ge^ 
4Uid  would  warrant  any  ki^d  of  deception  and  kiH 

*  That  Chriil  was  not  the  teal  maker  of  the  world,  but  God 
the  Father  onI/»  without  the  aid  or  inftru mentality  of  aay 
other  being  whatever,  fS  ebnndantly  evident  fnm  ll^  M^totet. 
For  a  moil  fatisfaflory  proof  of  thia  I  refer  my  fetdera  to  lAr* 
hv[iAitf*%  Sequii  /a  ifis  JfoUgy,  ch*  ix,  p.  451. 

If  It  be  faid  that  this  great  pit-exiitent  being  was  divefted 
of  hit  ibmer  powers  when  he  became  nun  1  it  may  be  aiked» 
What  itle  wia  there  of  fneh  e  Mng  I  Why  might- not «  mere 
man  have  anfwered  the  purpofe,  if  this  fuperior  being  mud  be 
tedttced  to  the  ftate  of  man,  in  order  to  his  part  on  earth 
with  propriety  ? 

pofidont 
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pofition,  if  Ch(i(t  could  be  fuppofcd  co  %f  $bdt 
his  Father  was  greater  than  he^  arid  at  the  fanie 
ttme  fecredy  mean  oal/  his  human  nature^  whereas 
his  divine  nature  was  at  the  iaine  -time  fiudly  equtl 
to  that  of  the  Father.  Upon  the  fame  principle 
a  maa  aiighc  lay#  that  Cbrift  never  fufieredf  that 
he  never  died«  or  role  again  from  the  dead^  mean- 
ing his  divine  nature  only,  and  not  his  human, 
lodeed^  Suv  there  is  no  ufe  in  lai^Mge»  nor  any 
goard  againft  deception,  if  fuch  libertiet  as  theft  nfe 
to  be  allowed^ 

ix. 

You  murt-,  Sir,  be  much  at  a  lofs,  indeed,  for 
arguments  in  fupport  of  your  dodrine  of  the  trinity, 
when  you  look  for  any  thing  like  it  in  heathen 
aatiquity.  •*  The  notion  of  a  trinity/*  you  fay,  p. 
44«     more  or  iefs  removed  from  the  purity  of  the 

clu-iftian  fuirh,  is  found  to  be  a  leading  principfe 

in  all  the  ancient  fchools  of  philoibphy,  and  in 
''the  relidons  of  almoftall  nations;  and  traces  of 
"  an  early  popular  belief  of  it  appear  even  in  the 
^abominable  rices  of  idglatrous  worihip.  Their 
^information  concerning  it,**  you  lay,  p.  45* 

could  Oftly  be  drawn  from  tradition,  founded 
^  upon  earlier  itvelatioos*'  (meaning  than  tbofe  of 
MofesJ  "  from  the  fcattered  fragments  of  the  an» 

cient  patri^chal  creed,  that  creed  which  was  uni- 
^'vefial  bdoiv  die  defefiion  of  the  firft  idolaters* 
**  which  the  corruptions  of  idoUcry,  grofs  and  cnor- 

mous    they  were,  covkl  never  focally  obliterate* 

H  '  Thus 
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Thus  the  dodrine  of  tlie  trixuty  is  rather  con- 
t^.  Bmtdtimi4aSax&xgd  by  ttmfMcig^of  the  hMbm 

fages  i  fifiGC  the  refemblancc  of  the  chriftian  faith, 
aad  ibe  pagan  pbiioiopky,  in  this  article,  when 
firirif  ioM^reirri,  appears  to  be  nothing  kft  than 

J*  th^  confcAi  of  the  lateft  and  earlieft  revelacions/' 

WMwot  imibKfig  yoy  with  my  veiiMrks  upon 

the  joint  worlhip  of  Jupiter,  Juno,  and  Minerva, 
tht  mwd^''  «  yoii  call  ihan»  ^  of  the  Koem 
capitol,"  or  the  tiiiibs  miohtt  ones,  in  SanMh 
thrace,  to  \?bich  you  fay,  p.  44,  they  may  be 
mcedi  and  the  worlhip  4^f  which  in  that  place  you 
fuppofe,  with  Eufebios,  to  be  earlier  than  the  days 
of  Abraham  ^  1  lay,  without  troubling  you  with  any 
ttmarksopOD  this  tnoft  obfcore  pare  of  headRD 

mythology,  concerning  which  there  arc  many  opi- 
nions, and  your's  I  think  the  leaft  piobable  of  them 

dt,  t  will  obly  tA:  you  thm  qiieftioiis»  10  which  i 

beg  your  explicit  anfwer. . 

Fhft,  IF  tbere  be  lb  nnoy  traces  df  diedo6tfiiie 

tf  the  trinity  in  the  heathen  philofophy,  and  in  the 

iiesthen  worfliip,  why  m  thete  no  moie  of  then  to 
b^  found  In  the  Jewifli  fcriptmes,  and  in  the  Jewilh 

worlhip  ?  Secondly^  If  thm  be  fuch  traces  t>f  the 
doftrine  of  the  trintcy  in  the  JewiOi  wvkings  mA 

Worfliip,  how  came  the  Jews  in  our  Saviour's  time, 
and  alfo  the  body  of  the  Jewilh  nation,  to  this  day, 

wtt'^  difeever  thife  mm?    ThMly,  ^ 

Jews  had  been   once  in  the  poflfeflion  of  this 

knowledge^  but  kmi  lott  it  in  thi^  ttse  of  oox 
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Siiviouri  why  #1  Mt  ^  w|)o  M&iAo^  oitof 
iMttf  n&iff  t^is,  the  oigft  unporupc  of  (h^m 
all  ?  1  ertuJiian  was  fo  tar  fton^  i|IWg*«iQg  that  (Iw 
vorAip  of  uiitnf  wp  JuHiwa  cp  Jmfc 
tkat,  as  I  have  obfervdd,  vol.  i.  p.  fip,  be  a>^Qi 
the  koowkdgc  the  trioi(y  {M^uiinr  (9  thf  f hHf- 
tian  difpeniatMtt.   Th«         vm  (ho  ^p^i^Ptf 

» 

As  10  the  triiiifif     71atP>  whatev^  you  or  I 

may  know,  or  mky  pen  k^ow,  cpoccrnix^g  it,  ^ 
vfs  oemioljF  a  chii^  wgy  uoljk^y^tir  Af^iwMlWI 
doftrine }  for  it  was  never  imagined  that  the  t/mn 
compooent  members  of  that  trinity  were  either 

Every  a,|cempt  xhsif,  Mai  y^t  been  ma4^  ^^i^ 
the  do&np^  fC  tb^  liiiiky  i  iqnipk  qok  ^  pdi 

aa  infult  on  the  common  fenfe  of  inankindt 
Winn  I  read  pf  yoyr'fi  cReptipnc^  ^bQt^Cb  ^ 
than  the  Father  is  tfa6  fowom  of  deity,  and  f  bil 

{he  fecQpd  per%  iu  the  cryiky  wa$  produced  lay 

ibiM  ggrftft  miriwiipwigiws  pirfaftjpMb 

I  can  hardly  help  fanoyipg  that  I  urn  got  back  into 
}^  vq-y  darkei^t  fhp  d|rk  ages,  or  at  leaft  thtt^ 
WfNflvig  :r«fr  l.iWBhwU  Tfaimi  Aquioi«i  or 

Plffls  Stoics* 

You  fpealc  Qf  %\»  ffllkilk  Mrim  of  $b$  itiitiifi 

There     aife,  $ir,  a  ^^olic  dodrine  of  tranfuh- 

iW^if       vottld  try  ymr  fldU,  you 

^VmM  Avi  :thit»  wkb  t^  £me  kind  of  atguments, 

H  z  from 
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fimn  reafon  and  Icripcurcy  you  would  be  juH  as 
r  able  an  advocate  for  the  one,  as  yoo  aie  for  the 
other.  The  learned  catholics  at  the  time  of  the 
,  reforioasioti  <hQii^ht  that  they  trod  on  as  firm  and 
«  fofe  ground  in  defending  the  kttjM*,  as  yoo  txm 
do  in  ddending  the  former.  The  two  do<ttrine$' 
^  fo  nearly  akin,  that  they  cannot  bear  a  long 
fcparation..  They  differ  only  in  this,  that  the  doc- 
trine of  tranfubftantiation  implies  a  pbjfical  impojj^ 
bUiPfy  whereas  that  oF  the  trimty,  as  unfolded  in 
the  Athanafian  creed  implies  a  mathematical  one ; 
apd'"tD  this  onlf  we  ufoally  giv^  the  name  of 

I  am  tmly  concerned  to  - find  by  your  Cbargt^ 

publifhed  nc  i]\c  rcqueft  of  the  refpeftabk  body  of 
Cleigy  to  whom  it  was  delivered,  that  the  do&rine 

«  ^  a  trinity^  in  its  mok  objefltonable  form,  moft  be 
maintained  ai  all  events  by  the  proper  members  of 
the  cburdi  of  England,  as  iu  moft  iacred  palU- 
AntXh  Other  divines  of  your  church  have  attempted 
to  explain  and  palliate  it,  fo  that  it  might  be  hoped 
that,  in  time,  it  would  h«ve  been  exphdned  awayi 
mad  lofti  tnd  at  length  have  been  ftruck  out  of 
your  articles  and  iorms  of  worihip  j  whereas  now^ 
H  icaois,  it  ia  «»  be  maintaiiied  b  all  its  rigour  % 
and  as  you  recommend  the  writings  of  Bp.  Bull, 
\    without  exception,  1  prefume  you  approve  of  his 

I  Ddimce  nf  the  JUmmamj  sUmfi  in  the  Athanriian 
creed  (indeed  you  mention  this  among  his  moft 
k  valuable  works)  and  this  in  my  opinion,  is  going 
\  back  tern  idl-  tht  tekodl  ud  honor  of  popery. 

V"-  »  •  But 

\ 
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But  as  you  cannot  bring  back  thofe  timesy  your 
damnatory  claufcs,  and  excomipunicatioo^  will 
now  ham '  little '  efiedj'  Yet  as  there  are  liberal 
fenciments  in  your  performance,  I  am  willing  to 
hope  rbac»  on  re*coni}deration»  you  wiii,  ailcift, 
mn&  your  itcomniciidadoD  of  tAai  piece  of  yoor 
iavourite  author.  * 

X 

.  Hoicever,  next  to  the  church's  reforming  idelf 

in  thb  important  article,  it  is  to  be  wilhcd  by  alt 
the  true  friends  of  reformation,  that  your  term  of 
cmamnhuj  p.  7 1  >  may  be  univerialty  underftood, 
and  adhered  to  \  for  then  I  am  confident  that  a 
majority  of  the  thinking  clergy,  whofc  ientiment$ 
on  this  fubjcft  are  in  general,  I  believe,  thofe  of 
Dr«  Clarke,  or  Arian,  and  many  of  them  Sociniao, 
would  quit  your  communion  at  once.  And  in  that 
cafe  I  have  little  doubt  but  that  the  charaftcrs  and 
alMiities  of  thofe  ^e^icd  clergy  would  be  found  to 
be  fuch  as  you  could  not  now  bear  the  want  of^ 
aad  then  either  a  reformation,  invita  eccUfta^  or  a 
total  difTolutioa  of  the  hierarchy,  would  immQ? 
diately  fdlonw,  . 

Jgm,  4pc,  . 
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TO   vindicate  fiufebius,   or  his  author,  in 
afferting  that  Theodotus  was  the  ^rlt  who 
idt^ted  the  dodrine  of  Chrift  being  4  mere  man, 
you  fay,  p.  37,  **  That  Theodotus  10  this  article 
^*  fo  far  furpafied  the  earlier  {lerefiarch^  that  the 
merit  of  being  the  inventor  of  the  mere  huma< 
^  nity,  i(i  the  precife  and  full  meaning  of  the 
^  w6rd%  is  with  great  propriety  and  truth  afcribe4 
^  to  him.  When  the  Cerinthians  and  the  Ebipnites 
^  affirmed  that  Jefus  liad  no  exigence  previous  iQ 
^  Mary*$  conception,  ^d  that  he  was  literally  and 
phyfically  the  carpenter's  Ibh,  it  might  juftly 
^*  be  iaid  of  them,  that  they  aflerted  the  mere 
^*  bumanity  of  the  redeemer :  dpecially  as  it  could 
not  be  forefecn,  that  the  impJety  WouIcH  ever 
go  a  greater  length  than  this,  of  afcribing  to 
^<  him  an  6rigin  merely  human*   Tbefe  heietics 
w  however  went  no  farther,  as  I  conceive  than  to 
deny  our  Lord's  original  divinity  ;  they  admitted 
I  l^ow  not  wbat  unintelligible  e:ipUtation  of  his 
H  nature,  which  took  place,  as  they  conceived, 
upon  his  afcenfion,  by  which  he  became  nq  JcCi 
^  the  objedl:  of  worflup  tim  ^  bi*  mtufe  bad  been 
firigin^lly  divWt" 


d  by  Googh 


Di^     H  9  E  S  ft  1^  m 

ThtSt  as  fiMT  as  I  kaom,  h  adwHcd  «  yix^ 

own  authority  only.  1  dciire  to  know  where  you 
fiad  that  thcEbioiilcaa  paid  aay  kiwi  4if  adacaooa 
to  Chrifl:,  afc^r  he  was  afccnded  to  heaven,  moro 
tkaa  Theodqtus  did«  As  the  exfraordiAary  powcf 
ceaMBoiiicami  fcoChiift  wbtle  lie  was  mn  emhdtd 
MC  make  his  nature  tnore  than  human,  ib  iieichcr 
coold  aay  power  confeisid  ufMin  Mm  ^fter  Ml 
alceiifion  %  and  if  Ood  akme  is  <he  proper  o^A 
of  worihipi  Chriit,  being  ftiU  mt  God^  is  as  im^ 
fnper  an  objaft  of  wotAitp  Mtr,  as  tit  was  b6» 
fore.  If  any  ancient  unkarians  worihipped  Chrtft 
after  his  afcenfion  (of  which  I  believe  there  is  n4 
evidence)  Theodotus  might  do  it,  and  the  £bi« 
onites  might  not,  for  any  thing  that  appears  to 
the  Gontrafy.  Sodnas  prayed  co  Chrift,  though 
he  confidered  lum  as  asMie  wiaa»  in  his  ^nvfiMC 
exalted  ftace.  -  • 

* 

As  to  your  fuppofidoo  riwit  Tbeodms  witgfat 

he  the  hr(t  prr£an  who  csughc  the  unitariiin  doi^ 
trine  in  Rome,  which  U^nitmrni  pioa  wkseh  fm 

advance  for  the  credit  of  Eufebius,  he  himfelf  fays 
xu>ihing  about  it.  Aj^  as  Tertullian  fays  that  in 
his  time  the  unitarians  were  the  greatir  fart  ^tb$ 

teiicz'tr:^  it  is  highly  improbable  that  there  mould 
be  none  of  them  at  Rome»  where  there  was  a 


You  here  fpeak  of  the  impiety  of  tlic  unitarlMS* 
Befon*  you  repeat  any  exprelTians^  of  this  kind,  I 
beg  you  would  paufe  a  iictle^  and  conllder  how 

H  4  fucb 
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iath  language  might  be  letxitud  u  i>on  y  ouvfelf.  If 
it  be  impiety  to  reduce  a  God  to  the  {late  of  a  man, 
9  it  not  eqiallf  impiouB  to  naife  any  man  to  a  ftAt» 
of  equality  with  God^  that  God  who  has  deokredthoc 
be  will  not  give  his  glory  to  another,  who  has  no 
tqual»  and  wboiotbis  refpeft  .ftika  htnifeif  a  jeatoos 
Qod  i  This  you  may  fay  refpe£b  the  gods  of  the 
lieatbens-  6j|t  what  4 were  the  heathen  gods»  but 
fitber  the  fMi|>  .l|iogn»  aixl  ftaiii  or  dead  mem  aU 

Cicatures  of  God,  and  deriving  thtir  power  from 
him  i  And  it  Chnit  be  Bot  God^  he  .mull  be.  f 
creature  of  God  toou;  'for  there  can  be  no  ^ediuanl 
|H;twct;{)  Rcdturcjuid  o^cor.. 

■  » 

•  I  do  not  cull  it  impiety  in  you,  biit  kfeondt 
Unpleafantly  in  my  ears,  to  apply,  as  you  do,  the 
lecm  bcfy.Etfhfr  to  Athanafiun;   The  catimlics,  1 

bclitvc,  apply  it  to  Ignatius  Loyola.  Our  Sciviour 
applied  it  to  his  God  apd  Father,  and  I  wiih  it  had 
iJWays  fiwrfincd  fo  appropiriined*  It  is  high  lime 
to  drop  that  ilyle,  even  with  rdpe^l  to  a  more  haly 
«maQ  than  Aihanafiua  wai. 

II. 

« 

In  a  wotk  of  great  variety  and  extent,  I  well 
aware  diat  I  could  not  expeft  to  dcape  all  ovc^- 
fights ;  but  I  was  confident  they  could  not  be  qf' 
fnuch  confequence.  The  expe^don  has  been 
verified  in  both  its  parts.  Ton  have  irt  mc  right 
,  wuh  refpeft  lo  the  exa*Jtnels  of  two  of  my  out' 
fjiftaw  ^  and  I  ihoujd  have  thanked  jou  for  k» 

V 
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ff  yoo  hsd  noted  tte  ovtrfighti  Virh  good-imtisie  ir 

which  would  have  done  you  no  diicredit,  and' 
might  not  iuive  IcficAcd  the  i«eigtac  of  your  amm^ 

'  But  hi  foiDff  0f  tbs:  caie^  Ht  which  you  )>reMil  m 

Stt  me  right,  you  are  much  more  miftaken  thait 
1  have  been.  This  is  particularly  the  caie  with  refpedif 
to  cenfim  ^  Dr.  Qnke  and  'nqritl^^;€0tr^ 
<;ermng  the  pie^y  alci  ibi^d  p  thd  ancient  unitarian!? 
by  Crigcn«  1  have  Jacdy- procured  the  origiaal, 
and  i  appesl^tar^oiirreaikfswbecfaer.yaiiiijnre  not 
jiiilrcprdcatcd  the  tdCt^  and  not  Pr.  CJiirke,  ot 

t  *  » 

.*«#  V«  a* 

You  iky,  p.  that  *^  Origen  fays,  not  thaft 
H  chey  were  pioai,*  boc  chattkey-boafted  datAef 

"  were  pious,  or  affcfted  piety.  Piety/*  yon 
add,  and  the  affection  of  piety,  belong  to 
^  oppofite  cfaaniifim.^  According  to  ybo,  there- 
fore, Origcn  conHdered  thefc  unitarians  as  impioiJl 
{KrioHS^  the  very  revc«fe  of  pious.  But  if  di^ 
paflkge  be  ^arefiilly  infpcdted,  it  will  appear  that 
Origen,  notwithftanding  he  ufes  the  word  tuxofiwf^ 
was  far  from  reprefendng  thefe , ancient  unitarians 
as  only  pretending  to  piety^  and  boaJHng  of  it ;  biit 
confidered  them  as  pcrfons  who  really  dreaded  Icafti 
by  admitting  Chrift  to  be  God,  they  Ihould  infringe 
ppon  the  honour  that  v/os  due  to  the  Father  Qnly.  ^ 

*^  By  thefe  means,"  he  fays,    may  be  explained 

fb^t  which  greatly  diAurbs  many  perions,  who 

plead 
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p1m4  A'fttficipfe  of  {Mtty*  and  #fao  feir    I6  lOMk^ 

two  Gods  •/*  He  afterwards  recurs  to  the  fame 
lub^&»  ^uid  iiU4XKiuces  it  as  an  objedion  of  periooa 
with  whom  he  would  not  trifle,  and  whooa  km  mm 
far  from  charging  with  hypocrify.  But  fincc,'* 
he  iayst  it  is  probable  that  anaay  m?3f  be 
¥  ctfendodt  becnslb  we  fay  chat  tarn  if  dtt  trad 

God,  namely  the  Father,  and  befidcs  this  tnie 
^  Qo<i  there  ace  many  who  arc  snade  Gods  btf 
1^  partidpiiioii ;  fiBsring  that  the  glory  of  Um^* 

••  who  excels  all  creatures,  Ihould  be  brought  down 
^  to  that  of  others,  who  attained  the  appellation  of 
^  G9A%  Arcf."  Oa  the  whole^  thetdbre,  I  think 
that  Origen  muft  have  thought  as  rcfpedtuliy  of 
tbefc  early  unitarians  as  I  had  reprefented  him  to 
4o',  and  that  he  mtly  cxMifideaed  them  as  dbjeAIng 
to  the  doftrine  of  the  divinity. of  Chrift  from  tlie 

rtrf  belt  principles. 

.  la  treating  the  paffagc  in  The ophilus,  in  which 
IPtntwn  is  made  of  God's  ipeaking  to^nochiag  hat 
hiai  own  mf^rd  and  wifdom^  I  iaadvertendy  ufed  the 

particle  or  for  and^  as  you  obfefvc,  p,  48  j  but  1 

ila  Mt  foe  how  the  rig^t  uanaauoa  is  at  all  kfs 

■ 

Edit.  Hoedij  vol.  ii.  p.  46. 

*       »  ' 

I  favourable 


01.     It  d  1^  &  L  £  Y,  fo; 

£ivourabic  to  my  oi^qmeftt,  as  k  maj  ftill  beift* 
terpreced  of  GbcTs  Ttmkifig,  ill  U  wtit,  to  kimfelfi 

or  10  c/w;;  attribuuSy  and  by  no  means  neccflarily 
implies  chat  the  ^otd  add  v^fii^M  tt  Qod  Mtxt  di(i 
VK9^^  petfom.  Jiowver,  I  have  other  inibnces  bi 
proof  of  what  I  have  advanced  that  are  not  liable  to 

Wf  char^  of  amUguity,  whith  it  therefact  beborai 

you  to  confider. 
I  Attbi  maAmilMd  k  ftnleiM  In  Thfeophttus,  cm* 

ceming  his  triniiy.     It  wa^  in  coftfequcnce  of  hii 

uiing  A  fii^iiiar  verb  inftcad  of  a  piuril  i  but  1  hm 
116  doiibt  of  yoior  tnkftflation,  p.  59,  being  rights 
and  fliaii  adopt  it.  I  am  ftiilt  however,  fully  fatif* 
fled,  tliat  MMiar  Theophilus,  nor  sAy  peifon  tX  tut 

^ige,  made  a  proper  trinity  of  per f cm  in  the  Godhead  i 
for  they  had  no  idea  of  the  perfti5t  equality  of  the 
iccomi  and  iWcd  perfotis  to  the  firft. 

You  fay,  p.  61,  that  they  fcrupled  not  to  afcrib* 
^  an  equal  divinity  to  all  the  three  perfons*'^  If  by 
equ^l  divintiy  you  mean  fomcthing  that  might  be 
equally  called  divin^^  though  in  a  different  knie^  I 
admit  k;  bqt  that-wiH  iliialte  nothing  for  ymirtti^ 
nity.  And  that  the  fathers  before  cIk^  Council  tif 
Nice  aflcfted,  in  the  moft  <x^icit  manneri  the  fe> 
periority  of  the  Fadier  to  the  Stm,  lat  tnf  tMitf 
ie^tion,  in  which  jroii  will  find  unanfwcrabie  proof 
of  it. 

Whenever  the  Antenicene  fathers  ufed  tlie  t?efm 
1^  abfoh^tely,  ihcy  always  meant  Ae  FaA«  MljM 

4  as 
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aft iyou  dot  iioc  deny*  But  if»  in  their  idea,  the 
(her  had  t>een  no  more  entitled  to  the  appelUtion  of 
God  than  the  Son,  or  the  Spirit,  they  would  ccr* 
tiinly  have  confined  the  ufc  of  the  word  God  to  exf 
pre6  divinity  in  gcmrah  ^  bave  ufed  the  word  Fm- 
ikety  and  not  Cod^  when  they  really  meant  the  Father 
nntj&^ift»niy6yriypf  the  two  otliecixrfons.  Had  there 
been  no  proper  correlauve  to' the  word  Sm^  as  a  per* 
fon,  your  explanation  might  have  been  attended  to, 
but  fiace  the  term  Faihir  a  pafedly  COTreiative  to 
the  term  Scn^  and  as  fiuniliar,  it  would  cmriiriy  hairt 
been  ukd  by  them  to  denote  the  Father,  as  well  as 
}t|i|pj3|f^teii  to  denote  the  Son.  It  is  natural^ 
tMnfore,  conclude  that  their  cuftom  of  ufing 
fhe  teriu  God  to  denote  the  Father  only,  was  de- 
lived  to  them  from  earlier  timest  in  which  no  other 

ilian  tiic  Father  was  deemed  to  be  God,  in  any  pro- 
per fenfe  of  the  word.  This  language  was  conti* 
nued  long  after»  from  a  change  of  ideast  it  ceafed 
10  be  proper. 

Very  happily,  the  word  God  is  ftiiU  in  common 
life,  appropriated  to  the  Father,  fo  that  noqe  but 
profitOtid  Theolog^ns  are  habitually  Ttinitarianst 
and  prohri>l7  not  even  thcfe  at  M  times;  and 
whik  the  fcriptures  are  read  without  the  comments 
of  mens  the  father  alone  wiU.be  confideied  as  God, 
and  the  Tole  obje£t  of  worlhip,  exclufively  of  the 
Son  or  ihc  Spirit.  But  while  a  di^'erent  doclrine 
la  taught  in  chriftian  fchools,  and  continuaUy  bdd 
MP  to  the  WorH  in  the  writings  of  chriftian  divine?, 
|)lQfl^  wkf^  are  not  chriitianst  and  who  wiU  not  takiL 
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« 

the  pains  to  ftudy  the  fcriptores  thnri^Tes,  muft 

receive  a  very  unfavourable  imprcfliof>  of  our  re-** 
hgion  i  and  the  manlfcft  abiuitiity  and  impiety  of 
our  doArine  will  eficAually  prevent  its  receptioa 
by  thcni.  I  therefure  think  it  of  the  greateft 
coniequeace  to  cluriftianity,  that  tbit  doctrine  of  the 
trinity  (which  I  confider  asone  of  its  mofttadical 
corruptions)  ihouid  be  renounced,  in  the  moft  opea 
and  unequivocal  manner,  by  all  tbofe  vrhofe  minds 
are  fo  far  enlightened  as  to  be  convinced  that  it 
is  a  corruption  and  an  innovation  in  the  chriittaa 
dodrine,  the  revtrie  of  what  it  was  in  its  primitive 
purity  i  and  that  they  fhould  c;ccrt  themfelvci  to 
enlighten  the  miinds  of  others. 

I  am^  Sec. 

9  4 

'  ii     -  " — mffiMj—K^ — ^^^^^^ — ^ — ^ — 

XhI     COHCtUDINO  L2TTSR. 

.        •  •  • 

IH  AV  E  now  fimfhed  my  reply  to  your  anim- 
adverfions  on  my  Hiftorj^  'omitting  noilung 
Chat  I  think  to  be  of  any  confequcncc  to  your 
argument.  If  you  Ihould  think  that  1  have  over- 
looked any  thing  materhl^  and  pleafe  to  point  it 
out  to  me,  I  will  anfwcr  it  as  explicitly  as  I  can  : 
for  I  liope  that  this  will  only  be  the  beginning  of 
our  correfpondence  on  the  fabjeft,  as  I  would 
gladly  difcufs  it  with  you  in  the  fuUcft  manner.  ' 

I  only 
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I  only  wifti  fur  j  aur  own  fake,  and  lor  the  more 
odMWs^gfxm  Wfc&ig^Qn  itf  the  sbac  you 
irpiitd  drop  that  farcaftic  manner  oF  writing,  which 
U  io  coAipicuQUs  in  the  grc^Kr  part  of  your  per* 
fofmaocei  and  1  Q^^d  chink  pm^iarly  iq^pioptf 
for  the  occaiiun  on  which  ic  was  compofed.  That 
iWKle  Qi  writing  i&  4^0  iryn^iUtcat  with  (he  com^ 
pliiwmi  yw  fometiines  p^y  ine»  uoicfs  y^q  «|C90t 
i;^m  to  be  koqicai  ^Ufo*  - 

Some  of  thoie  compliments  are,  I  think,  rather 
iiDprudenc,  and  unfavourable  to  ypur  purpole. 

u  phitofophkijl  you  fiqft     99,  i^* 

Prieftlcy  would  be  the  laft  to  reafon  from  prin« 
ciples  aObmed  without  proof.  But  in  divinity 
and  ^kfiafticd  -inflionr^  he  expefts  that  his 

own  aflenion,  or  du:  of  writers  of  his  own 

perfuaQoA*  however  muaformsd  gr  pii^udiced, 
•*  flMMild  poff  with  the  whole  clmftiaii  worid  for 

proof  pf  liie  boideft  ai&impuons.*' 


4( 


Yoa  ftoold,  indeed  Sir,  be  cautious  how  yotf 
hy  tlieie  things  before  your  reader^  ^  .hecwfe  it  i^ 
vcnr  poAbk  chit  they  imy  dnw.  n  Tery  difife* 
conclufion  from  them  ;  and  think  that,  if  I  have 

been  fp  cautioucv  and  ip  iuqcpiitf ui  io  the  m^^^" 
lion  of  truth  lo  one  provineey  I  may,  haTing  tb9 

lame  tiilaus,  make  the  fanie  fuccefsfpl  application 
of  thm  la  other  pcpviocM*  for  the  iime  aa^A^ 
Miif^  gensnUy  accompany  tlie  iime  mciif  h| 
every  fcene  of  life,  4n4  lA  ev.ery  mode  fiif  C3;prtiaa« 

Your  mdm$  vatf 
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bibk  that  a  work  wrkcen  with  ib  roucfa  care  and 
attrnttoot  hy  iiidi  a  perioo  as  jrea  ifeferibe  me  to 

be,  fhould  dcfcrvc  the  charafter  which  you  give  ot 
muK*       No  workt"  you  ^ay»  p.  66,  ^ 
arer  ieac  abroad  under  the  dele  of  i^^r^.  cqa^ 

**  tainmg  kii  of  truth  than  his,  in  proportion  Co  ita 

voiuim/'  Tlau^  paOige^  iviueb  I  bane  qnotedj 
4.  St.  14*  iadft9»a9egio6  aiKjeoarfe  itrfults;  baft 

they  affeft  yourlelf  only,  and  nor  me.  This  is  more 
cx&fSU^diBary,  as  ia  other  jp^rts  ot  your  wprkt 
yoo  write  wUh  great  candour  an^  iiberaiity.  Your 
concluCion  I  particularly  admire.  My  addrcis  to  you 
'  Qfk  cfac  iul^e^  of  mffiff  waa  miformlf  rc^pc^pi. 

Ic  was  particuiariy  Ulibcfi^  ia.yoih  Md  'wiia^ 
'  I  am  willing  to  bope  you  mill  Skewer  repeat,  ^ 

ufe  it^  Lcrm  convenxkli,  p.  aS^io  ipe^mg  of  chf 
pUccs  of  p^iic  vorftiip^  wkxck  I  aod  Mr^ 
LtDdlcy  ofifiiate.    WouU  hoc  tbat  cootcmp- 

tuous  appelJa:iQn  Iiave  appjj>d  cquaJJy  wdl  tp 
the  ibdai^s  of  the  primitive  duiitiaa^  or  w 
ihofe  of  all  the  4iJBkatet$  jfroodtbe  cburcb  oif 
/RoQQt  be%e  xhe  xciortoaiuaQi  And  wiur  is  «if 
ibac  bas         fMir  pbif;€»  of  4^Uc  wpiflip  a 

more  honourable  title,  but  the  lanftion  of  th^ 
4ivii£mir^  vitb  wbkb  my  reiigioa  jq^v^  4iad 
any  allism.  i  glcsiry  ui  ibf^iodcjpaiuieiKC^.^ 
opprobrium. 

:  Bf  #MwaK«cij!r  is  vMljr  meaot  M»ilmif4 

§ffkmldj.    But  fince  the  iate  ad  of  pariianneajc.ai 

£wroir.  mf  p>>flimttf%  wr  f^fm  of  aioiOktf  nv^ 

aa 
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as  legal  as  yours.  The  only  difference  betwccri 
than  is,  that  ours  are  not  fuf^ned  by  the 
wealth  of  the  ftate,  as  yours  are ;  fo  thtc  I  am 
uojuftly  compelled  to  contribute  to  your  maio- 
tmuce^  while  you^  inftead  of  paying  any  thing 
towards  mine,  infult  me  for  it.  Our  mating  houfei 
are  equally  known  to  the  laws^  and  procetted  by 
diem«  If  by  coaveniidcv  you  nieant  nothing 
more  than  a  term  of  reproach,  the  good  manners 
of  the  prefcnc  age  ought  to  have  proiedcd  tbeai 
from  fuch  an  infult. 

If  your  pride,  as  a  churchman^  P*  7^>  ^^'^ 
contemptuous  airs  you  give  yourfelf  with  refpe& 
to  diffentcrs,  be  founcied  on  the  idea  of  your 
being  a  member  of  a  great  ijiablifitment pray^ 
6ir,  what  is*  your  ehurch  eftablifliment  in  this 
country?  It  is  a  thii^  of  yefterday^  compared 
to  the  far  more  ancient^  and  venerable  church  erf 
ilome,  whofe  membersxonfider  youara  ftbifmatft 
and  a  feilary^  as  much  as  myfelf.  •  If,  on  the  con^ 
trary,'  you  boaft  ^of  your  feparatian front  the  cburcB 
of  Rome^  that  mother  of  harlots^  and  abominaHons^ 

con0der  that  tlie  community  of  chriftians  to  Which 
I  belong,  is  feveral  removes  farther  from  her 
than  yours,  and  is  therefore  left  likely  to  be  oite 
tf  ibofe  barhts^  -of*  which  Ihe  Is  the  mther. 

4  * 

On  any  confideration,  therefore,  I  think  that 
a  Ayle  of  greater  modefty  would  have  become 
yoii  better.  The  time  is  approaching  thii 
will  try  iverf  msn^s  work^  what  it  is  ^  and  if  we 

leara 
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kara.  the  pinre  £nth  of  the  gpfjpel,  and  ouHlves 
be  conformaUe  to  it>  itwilhnot  then  be  inquired 

whether  wc  learned  ic  in  a  church  or  a  cemfenttcle  \ 
iri  a  cburctit  fucb  as  you  have  accefs  (o»  and  frooi 

which  1   aai  excluded,  or  in  luch  coHV^niicia 
the  apQitks  were  cootenced  wuh*.    '  ^    ^  * 

As  you  ftrongly  and  repeatly  recommend  the 
wncings  of  BUhop  iiuii»  with  which,  I  owi3>  X 
was  but  little  acquainted^  I  have  been  induced 
10  pure  hale  them  ;  and  having  looked  pretty  card- 
JuUy  through  tbem^  I  find  they  have  been  the  chief 
ftore-hoiife  of  weapons  to  yourfeif  and  others. 
Having  fouod,  therefore,  where  your  great  firengLh 
Be  9 1  cannot  help  wifhing  that  you  would  pubiUh 
the  whole  of  your  great  champion's  works  in  Eng- 
lilhj  and  thus  fut  forth  all  your  Jlrengtb  at  once. 
It  would  give  me  fincere  pkafure  to  (ee  you  ^o 
this,  and  at  the  fame  time  to  avow  yourfeif  their 
ck£cadcr. 

■ 

As  you  rank  yourfeif,  p.  5»  among  "  thofe 
*^  whom  the  indulgence  of  providence  has  re-* 

Jeafed  fiom  the  more  laborious  offices  of  the 

priefthood  tq  whom  your  n)oie  occupied 
*^  brethren  have  a  right  to  look  up  for  fupport 

and  fuccour  in  the  common  caufe/'  this  may 
be  one  of  the  "  fecviccs/*  to  which  **  you  (land  • 

peculiarly  engaged^''  as  well  as  to  anfwer 

•  I  find  no  trace  of  any  chripian  prUfihuei  in  the  New 
Teftiment,  except  whit  belongs  to  «n  chriiliani,  who  arc 
^i^^uiAtiveJy  V^^J^ngt  and  Prt^t  uett  Goii, 

.    I  my 
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my  Hifi^rj  of  the  Corruptions  of  Chriftiamty,  It  m 
you  fay  for  them**  (fpeaking  of  thofe  among 

whom  yoa  rank  yourfdf)  "  to  (land  Toith  the 
champions  of  the  common  faith,  and  the  ad- 

*  ^  vocates  of  their  order*  It  is  for  them  to  wipe 
off  the  afperfions  injurioufly  caft  upon  the  Tons 
of  the  eftablifhment,  as  uninformed  in  the 

•*  true  grounds  of  the  doftrine  which  they  teach, 

**  or  infinccrc  in  their  belief  of  it.  To  this  duty 
they  are  indifpenfably  obliged  by  their  provi- 
dential  exemption  from  work  of  a  harder  kind. 
It  is  the  proper  bufinel's  of  the  ftation  which 
is  allotted  them  in  Chrift's  houiholdv  And 
deep  will  be  their  lliamc,  and  infupporcabic 

•*  their  punilhment,  if  in  the  great  day  of  rcc- 
koning  it  (hould  appear,  that  they  have  received 

"  the  wages  of  a  fcrvicc  which  luch  never  been 
performed/' 

I  am  glad,  Sir,  to  find  that  50U  have  fo  juft  a 
fenfe  of  the  important  duties  of  your  elevated 
fituation ;  and  thinking  the  tranflarion  of  biOiop 
Bull's  works  to  be  naturally  comprifcd  in  your 
defcription  of  the  duties  incumbent  upon  you  in 
it,  I  am  ready  to  join  with  your  weaker  brelhren^ 
as  you  call  them  (whofe  attainments  you  repre- 
.  fent  as  very  low)  in  inviting  you  to  undertake  it  { 
imagining,  as  I  fincerely  do,  that  thecaufc  of 
truth  will  be  promoted  by  it.  And  to  fonne  of 
thofe  weakir  hreibren^  it  may  be  more  agreeable, 
as  well  as  take  up  lefs  time,  to  read  bifhop  BuIPs 
works  in  Engliih  than  in  I^atin*   In  my  opipia^^ 
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IK)  writings  are  more  eafy^co  be  refuted  than  thofe 
of  chifi  biibop*     And  though,  incumbered  with 

what  you  call  the  laborious  offices  of  the  prieft- 
hood,  as  well  as  engaged  iu  a  variety  of  other  pur- 
fuits,  I  fliall  not  think  it  any  great  addition  to  mf 
bbours,  if  I  undertake  to  reply  to  you,  thus  abJyy 
as  you  may  think  yourfelf,  fupported. 

You  have,  I  perceive,  fomc  advantages  which  I 
have  not,  eipecialiy  in  having  accds  to  /cane  books* 
I,  for  inftance,  had  not  fo  )^wh  as  heard  of  the 
work  of  Daniel  Zuickcr,  from  which  you  fuppole 
1  have  borrowed  moft  of  my  arguments ;  whereaSy 
you  appear  to  be  well  acquainted  with  it,  and  all 
the  writings  of  that  author,  or  you  could  not  haye 
laid  as  you  do»  p.  9,     Nor  is  a'  (ingle  argument 
to  be  found  in  the  writings  either  of  Zuicker, 
or  Epifcopius,  which  is  not  unanfwerably  con- 
futed  by  our  learned  Dr.  George  fiull»  afterwards 
**  Lord  Bi/hop  of  St.  David's,  in  three  celebrated 
treatiies,  which  defer  ve  the  particular  attention 
'*  of  every  one  who  would  take  upon  him  to  be 
"  either  a  teacher,  or  an  hillorian  of  the  chriftian 
"  faith." 

You  Ihould  not,  however,  have  charged  me 
with  borrowing  from  a  work  wbich»  though  in 
your  poflTefTion,  you  might  have  known  was  noC 
very  common.  A  learned  friend,  whom  I  defired 
to  enquire  for  it^  tells  me»  that  it  is  not  to  be  found 
ixc  any  buolticller's  in  London,  iu  the  Britilb  Mm- 
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£tum,  or  in  the  Bodleian  or  Ston  libraries;  and 
that  at  laft  he  enquired  of  particular  peribns 
moft  likely  to  have  it,  but  none  of  them  could 
tell  him  where  it  was  to  be  met  with*.  I  fhall  ei>- 
deairour,  however^  to  make  the  moft  of  fuch  books  as 
I  have,  and  in  time  I  may  be  able  to  procure 
more* 

But  is  of  mure  impuitnncc  ^lian  ::n\  tiling 

die  in  theic  Itudies,  is  a  fincere  iove  $/  truths  and 
a  cool  and  patient  inveftigation  of  it»  which  I  OiaU 
endeavour  to  cultivate.  I  hope  alfo  to  keep  my 
mind  always  open  to  conviction,  and  that  1  ihaU 
HOC  negleft  to  avail  myfelf  of  any  light  that  may 
be  furniOied  me^  from  friend  or  from  ioe* 

Hoping  to  hear  finom  you  as  ibon  as  your 
kifure  will  permit  s  and  aifuring  you  of  the  pleafure 
it  will  give  me  to  continue  this  correfpoodeoce^ 
till  each  of  us  (hall  have  advanced  ^hat  may  occur 
to  us  on  the  (ubjed:,    I  am. 

Dear  Sr^ 
Your  very  bumble  Servant, 

Birmingham,  J.  PRIESTLEY. 

JS^ovimbtr^  1783. 

♦  I  find  in  the  General  Hivgrephicmi  Didioitarj,  under  the 
srticle  Copientus,  tkat  Zuicker  wiot«  HtfaJtfimces  of  his  origiBal 
Work,  entiiledt  hrtmttm  irenicorum^  in  anfwer  to  Coaianiiu;  and 
that  bifhop  Bull  was  sccufcd  by  D.  Creiltus  of  not  having 
read  thofc  pieces,  for  want  of  which  he  cenfured  Zufckcr  for 
fbme  thiagi  wkicli  lie  otlicrwii«  woaki  M  luve  otjtAed  to 
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IN  this  Pofticript,  bdide$  adding  a  few  Doce$ 
and  obfervations  relating  to  the  fubjcft  of  the 
preceding  letcf  rs»  I  fhall  infert  a  few  larger  articleSf 
that  refpedt  the  concroverfy  in  generals 

L 

Tbe  original  extrafts  from  Origen^s  works  referred 
cOy  p.  19,  2O9  are  the  ioliowii^ : 

The  old  Latin  Veyfion. 

Be  cun  viderts  cot  qui  ex  Jodarit  eredldemnt  is  Jefttfli* 
tli^uando  quidem  tt,  Maria  ct  Jofepb  cmn  eflfe  pountes; 
aliqaando  autem  He  fola  Maria  ec  fpiritu  fanfio,  vldebii, 
k  Mate.  Traft.  13.  Open  Ladne,  vol.  ii.  p.  89. 

ehuhrw  Avlw  ffr«#»  ore'  fctr  tJ&  fJimfw  fxiv  /xow  1^  7«  •^f/« 
4e.   Crameoc  an  Mact.  Ed,  Haenij  vol.  i.  p.  427. 

r 

^  2irr»  fl  fwna-At  4vo^^«r  fctr  tiTiir  fT|T<f*«i'1*f o-ltfiTiffil 

T0r  i^F«f,  01  rim  fruf  •hry^t  A'TAvIu  mtmiyno/fff  mllw 

u  yflt^O^;yi;f  yiym^Al.    Ibid,  p. 
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H. 

0/  HereJ}^  in  early  tunes. 

P.  33.    That  Irciueus  did  not  mean  to  paf:>  a 
fctitencc  of  what  we  Ihould  now  caU  danmatisn  upon 
the  EWonites  is,  I  think,  evident  from  what  he 
fays  concerning  them  in  the  ziil  chap,  of  his  third 
bookt  ^nd  which  has  the  appearance  of  great  harthr 
nds.    "  If  they  perfift/'  he  fays,  "  in  iheir  error, 
not  receiving  the  word  of  incorruption,  they 
continue  in  mortal  flefli,  and  are  fubjed  to  death, 
not  receiving  the  antidote  of  life        The  idea 
of  this  writer,  and  that  of  the  Fathers  in  gencrali 
was  that  Chrid  recovered  for  man  that  immorta- 
lity which  Adam  had  loft;  fo  that  without  his 
interference  the  whole  race  of  mankind  niuft  liave 
peri&ed  in  the  grave.   This  he  reprefents  as  the 
'  punifliment  of  the  Ebionites.    But  he  certainly 
could  not  mean  that  the  Ebionrtes,  as  fuch^  fliould 
continue  in  the  grave,  while  all  the  reft  of  mankind 
Ibould  rife  from  the  dead.   He  moft,  therefore, 
•  have  meant,  not  that  they  in  particular,  but  that 
mankind  in  general^  could  have  h^  no  refuneftioo, 
if  their  doftrine  had  been  true. 

P.  34.  Cleoaens  Alexandrinus  makfis  frequent 

mention  of  berejies,  Almoft  the  whole  of  his  fevcnth 
book  of  Strmata^  relates  to  that  fubjedt  He 

•  Non  rccipicntes  verbum  incorruptionis  pcrfevertnt  in. 
carnc  mortili,  ct  iunt  debitorcs  mortis^  amidotum  vitac  acn 
accipienccs.  Lib.  3,  cap.  21,  p.  248, 

•  mentions 
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mentions  fourteen  difierent  herefiarcbs  hf  mme^ 

and  ten  herefies  by  charader  ^  but  none  of  cbem 
bear  auiy  relation  to  the  fibkxitte^  or  any  fpe« 

cies  of  unitarians,  all  of  them  rcfj^cfting  Gnoftics 
only.    He  particularly  fpeaks  of  tUe  pnde  of 
brretics  in  genml,  in  pretending  to  deep  feicnee  i 
whereas  the  Ebionites  were  always  defcfibed  in  a 
very  dilierent  manner,  and  were  generally  treated 
with  contempt,  astwell  as  abhorrtnee.  -  On  the 
other  hand,  Whitby  fays,  that  this  writer  Ipcaks 
of  the  dodrine  of  the  Logos  being  emitted  from 
the  Father  at  pleafure,  and  recalled  into  htm  again, 
(which  Juliin  Martyr  mentions,  and  which  was 
hardly  diScrent  from  proper  unitarianifm,  being 
the  doftrineof  Noetus,  Praxeas,  Sabellius,  and  Mar- 
cellos  of  Ancyra)  with  approbation.   He  alfo  fays 
it  is  particularly  remarkable,  that  Juftin  Martyr, 
though  he  did  not  approve  of  this  doArme,  paffi;$ 
it  witliout  any  cenfurCj  or  mark  oi  iicrcfy  *• 

F.  j4.  I  have  not  been  able  to  find  any  par- 
ttcolar  account  of  this  excommumcation  of  the 
Ebimtis  iy  tie  Fathm^  mentioned  by  Jcroms 
but  I  think  it  rery  poflible,  that  it  might  have 
been  nothing  more  than  what  was  done  by  Vidtor^ 
bilhop  of  Rome,  when  he  excommunicated  all 
the  Eaftem  churches  (of  whom  the  Ebionites 
were  the  chief)  bccaufc  they  obfcrved  the  Jcwilh 
rales  in  fixing  the  time  of  £after  i  fo  that  in  this 

•  Sen  tent  jam  hance,  qiiani  port  Noetum  ct  Pray?am,  Stbcllius 
propii^navit,  Clcmenii  AlcxJndrino  ex  paed«»goqia  fua  pUcuUTc 
UQu  ilnc  rauone  exiilimo.  DiiquiEuonet  Modcili^,  p.  173. 

I  ^  .czcom* 
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cscommttoica^fMi  ^  oieiitkm  wifj^  be  mtdc  of 

any  other  tenet  or  cuftom  of  theirs,  befidrs  this  in* 
iiincc  ,Qt  their  obitinate  acUiprciicc  W  judaikiu 
The  niie  Itid  dowo  hf  Viftor  «ra$  irftenmds  cimi-m 
flrtBcd  by  the  couocii  of  Nice,  buc  I  beiicvc 
wUhMC.  mf  feoCMce  o£  wonnnnnicarkwi  ok 
th^fe  who  did  not  confiHOi  to  it.  If  any  pcffim 
\9i\i  give  me  any  more  light  with  reipccb  to  thtt 

Mofcd^  I  ihftU  be  troljr  (btnkM  to  iu 

■  ■ 

III. 

* 

To  theie  obfery anions  I  would  add^  that  as. 
among  the  twelve  apoftles,  tbete  inuft  have  beea 

meo  of  very  differeot  tempers  aQdabiiiu^  it  h  noi, 
probable  that  they  Ihould  ail  have  agreed  in  coii« 
duftinpr  thcmfclves  upon  the  plan,  of  not  divuig* 
ing  the  do^lnne  of  the  divinity  of  their  mailer, 
till  their  heaicrs  were  fufficiently  peiftndcd  of  bis 
mcfrialifnip.  Some  of  them  would  hardly  have 
been  capable  of  ib  much  rebneoi^t,  aod  they 
would  certainly  have  difitned  about  the  Hm  when 
it  was  proper  to  divulge  fo  great  a  iipcreu 
fideSf  the  mother  of  Jefus,  and,  many  dcberper^ 
fons,  of  both  fexcs,  muft  have  been  acquainted 
with  it.  kotlhzt  this  fccret  was  ftnCtly  confined 
to  the  twilvi  JpcJlUs^  will  haidly  be  mainuiiied./ 
And  yet  we  have  no  account  either  of  their  in- 
ftruftiona  to  a&  ia  thia  m^naer^  or  of 'Aiiy  difo- 
enceof^ntor}^  or  of  condofty  widi  refpeft  to  it* 

It 
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*  Ic  might  hm  btfca  tspcAed  alio,  that  the  tn-' 

fiurmation  that  a  perfan  whom  they  firft  convcrfcd 
wh  as  a  im%  ^»  cidKr  God  faimfelf,  or  the 

maker  of  the  world  under  God,  fliould  have  bceif 
received  with  fonie  degree  of  doubt  and  helita* 
cioa  by  fonrie'  or  odier  4>f  them  $  efpectally  Hi  tHey 
had  been  fo  very  hard  to  be  periuadcd  of  the  truth 
at  his  refurre&ioti^  chough  ch^  had  been  fuUy 
apprhusd  of  It  before  hand.  And  yet,  in  all  th^ 
htftory  of  the  apoitles,  there  is  the  fame  profound  ' 
fiieace  oonecrnnig  this  ctrcumftance,  and  every 
other  depending  on  the  whole  fcheme,  as  if  no 
fach  thiiig  had  ever  had  any  exiitence,  but  in  the 
unaginations  of  Athanafias,  Chryfbftom>  and 

thofe  other  Fathers  who  maintained  it ;  which  I 

therefore  believe  to  have  been  the  cafe,  and  that 
they  invented  this  hy'pothefk,  in  order  to  ac- 
count for  the  early  rife  and  general  /pre ad  of  the 
unitarian  do&rinei  which  they  could  not  deny^ 
and  of  which  it  may  therefore  be  coAfldered  as 
very  good  evidence. 

m 

IV. 

Of  the  ixeemmunicasm  of  fbeodotus  hy  Vi^^r*  • 

It  may  be  objeiSted  to  the  evidence  of  Tcrtul- 
lian  cocicerning  the  major  pari  of  chnftians  bemg 
umtarians^  that  about  the  fame  time  Vidtori 
bifhop  of  Rome,  cxcomn  unicatcd  Theodocus 
of  Byzantium  for  denying  the  divinity  of  Chrift  % 
which  it  nnay  be  thou^t  he  would  oot'have  yen- 
tuied  to  doj  if  the  popular  prejudices  had  nor 

been 
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been  with  hiai  in  this  baGae&.  I  d«  aot  dniik» 

however,  thai  there  is  any  concrariety  bciweeo  thcfc 
twofaas,  when  the  diconiftttaccs  Mndt^ 

arc  duly  confidentcL 

TcrtuUkn  S in  Afika^  where  thoe  fSrcms  » 

have  been  a  greater  inclination  [cr  ihe  uaiurian 
dofVrine  than  there  was  at  Rome,  as  vre  niay 
csolkd  6oai  tbeicmarkabfepofKilaric^QfSafa^ 
in  that  country,  and  other  circumllanccs.  Atha- 
Bafitis  aiiot  compiains  of  niaiiy  perfottof  Jow 
vnderftaiidkig  fiivouring  the  fiMne  principles,  w» 
of  the  lame  country^  refiding  chiefly  in  Egypt ; 
thoiigHh^  bad  IttQ  a  gfcat  put  of  thechriaian 
vrorld,  and  was  no  doubc  well  acquainted  with  it  *. 

WeflKHikilikeWiiecoQfiderthe  pcciiiiarlf  Tiolcoc 

ch^rjcler  of  Victor,  who  was  capable  of  doing 
what  tew  mhcr  perfiaos  would  have  aoemptedi 

•  I  think  it  very  probable  that  in  tise  Wcftcrn  parts  of  the 
Roman  empire  in  gcce  iJ,  there  were  always  fewer  unitarians 
than  in  the  Eallcrn  parts ;  becaurc  the  golpcl  was  not  preached 
ib  Ctfly  in  the  Weflem  parts,  perhaps  not  to  any  great  extent 
till  tbc  gf^icf  part  of  the  clefgy  were  infc<f;ed  with  plaionlfm. 
Tki*  roiphi  htve  hrtn  the  ctle,  efpeciaD^r  in  I'o  remote  a  country 
ms  Gaui,  %vhere  Irenxtw  refided,  and  may  account  for  hi? 
tTcattng  the  dc^>rine  of  the  Ebtcnhes  with  more  fevcriiy  tWni 
Jultin,  whoU*ed  ill  the  Eait,  where  they  ere  more  numcron?. 
On  the  fame  princtp^es  we  miy  account  fur  the  prevalence 
of  .Aritnifm  all  the  birbar^iis  nation*  bordering  on  the 
Romtn  empire.  They  had  r^^T^.  r.  rvrr:cd  to  chr:ll:a-ity  chiefly 
by  ^iccuied  Arians.  fiat  Ati^r\-r.^  vst%  su  length  iapprrfled 
by  ibc  inBi»CBC<  "'  ^  c^^  ^ca  .  r  Rame,  which  ilfo  began 
i»  eteomin«ak«ie  ihc  ps9(^  naiutiias*  ia  the  pcilon  of 
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being  the  fame  perfon  who  excooitnotiica^  all  die 
Eafttrrn  churches,  becaufe  they  did  not  obfcrve 

Eaftcr  at  the  fame  time  that  the  Wcftcrn  churches 
did }  for  which  he  was  much  cenHired^  even  by 

many  bifljops  in  the  Weft. 

Such  an  excommunication  as  diis  of  Theodotus 

was  by  no  means  the  fame  thing  with  cutting  a 
pcrion  oti  trom  communion  with  any  particular 
church,  with  which  he  had  been  ufed  to  communi* 
cate.  Theodotus  was  a  ftrangcr  at  Rome,  and  it 
is  very  pofiiUe  that  the  body  of  the  chriftian  church 
at  Rome  did  not  intereft  themfelves  tn  the  affair ; 
the  biihop,  and  his  clergy,  only  approving  of  iL 
For  I  readily  grant  that,  though  there  were  Ibme 

learned  unitarians  in  all  the  early  ages  of  chriftian ity, 
the  majority  ot  the  ckrgy  were  not  fo. 

Theodotus,  befiilcs  being  a  ftrangcr  at  Rome, 
was  a  man  ot  icience,  and  is  faid  by  the  unitarians 
to  have  been  well  received  by  Vidor  at  firft ;  ib 
that  it  is  very  puffible  that  the  latter  might  have  been 
inftigaced  to  what  be  did  by  fome  quarrel  between 
them,  of  which  we  have  no  account* 

Upon  the  wtiofe,  therefore,  though  Vidor  ez« 

cortimunicatcd  this  Thcodotus,  who  was  a  ftrangcr, 
and  had  perhaps  made  himfclf  confpicuous,  fo  as 
to  have  given  ibme  caufe  of  umbrage  or  jetloofy 
'to  him,  it  is  very  pcflible  tlr.it  a  great  pro» 
portion  of  the  low^  kind  of  people*  who  made  no 
jioife  or  difturbance,  might  cooUQue  in  commuoioa 

with 
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with  that  ^buicii^  though  i\\ty  were  known  (u  be 

I  am  noc  difpofed  to  uke  any  advantage  of 

Dr.  Horfley's  fupporuioi^  diac  1  heodoius  mig^ 
hold  the  umtariao  dodrine  in  ibme  more  offenfive 
form  than  that  of  the  ancient  Ebionices,  and  there- 
fore might  be  more  ii^ic  to  txcommunicaiion  ^ 
becaule  bo^  TertuUian  and  Theodoret  Uj  that  he 
b.,.^vcd  die  miiiiculous  conception,  and  it  is  onl|^ 
Ufiphmm  (who  Uved  long  after  the  time  of  Tcr« 
tdlbn)  wbo  aflem  the  contrary*.  It  is,  indeed, 
pretty  certain  thai  the  opinion  Qt  Jcliis  being  the  fba 
of  Joteph  btgui  Soon  to  gNre  wajr  carif  to  die 
auAoritjr  of  the  gofpels  of  Matthew  and  Luke» 
and  that  ic  became  exand  long  b^ore  the  d^ftrinf 
of  the  fimple  humanity  of  Cfarift. 

Of  JmfUm  Mtrtyr's  ^timnttf  the  bumUdge  offim 

ibrifians  of  low  rank. 

It  is  likewiie  faid  that  the  teuinionv  of 
Tcnuilian  is  exprefsly  contradidcd  by  juftia 
Martyr who  in  giving  an  account  of  the  cir- 
curaftances  in  which  the  platonic  philoibphy 
agreed,  as  be  thoygh^,  with  the  dodrine  of 
Mofes^  but  with  rcfpcft  to  which  he  fuppofcd  that 
Plato  had  bor.uvvca  from  Mofcs,  OKOtions  the 
jEi4bwing  pariicylara^  riz.      (he  power  which 

Trf]  em  on  d  Memoirs*  vol*  rii.  p.  1 16. 

ct 


Digitized  by  Google 


Dr-    H   O    R   S   LEY.*  135 

*^  was  aftcrthc  firft-God,  or  the  Logos,'*  afltiming 
the  figatt  of  a  croTa-  in  the  univerff,  bonrowtd 
from  the  fixing  up  of  a  ferpcnc  (which  reprcfenc* 
cdChrift)  in  the  form  of  a  crofs  in  the  wiicjerncfs;; 
and  a  third  principle,  borrowed  from  the  fpmti 
v/hich  Mofcs  faid  nnoved  on  the  face  or  tiic  water 
at  the  creation  ^  and  alfo  the  notion  oi  iotno  tWct 
6r  eonffagration,  borrowed  from  feme  figura- 
tive exprcflions  in  Mofes  relating  to  the  anger, 
of  God  waxing  hot.       Thefe  things^**  he  fays/ 
««  we  do  not  borrow  from  others,  but  all  otbera 
from  us.    With  us  you  may  hear  and  learo 
^  thefe  things  from  thofe  who  do  not  know  the 

•*  form  of  the  letters,  vvliO  aie  rude  and  barbarous 
of  fpeechj  but  wife  and  underftanding  in  mi(id} 
and  from  fome  who  are  even  lame  and  blind  $  ib 

"  that  you  n>ay  be  convinctd  that  thefe  things  arc 
not  faid  by  human  wifdom^  but  by  the 

«  power  of  God/* 

But  all  that  we  can  infer  from  this  paflage  ta# 
diat  thefe  conomon  people  bad  learned  front 
Mofes  that  the  world  was  made  by  the  power  and 
wifdom  (or  the  Logos)  of  God  1  that  the  ferpent 
in  the  wildcrnefs  rcprefcnted  Chrift;  and  that 
there  was  a  fpirit  of  God  that  moved  on  the  face 
of  the  iRratersa  in  fhort,  that  thefe  plain  peopit 
had  been  at  the  fource  from  which  Plato  had  bur* 
rowed  his  philofophy.  It  is  by  no  means  an  ex-* 
plicit  declaration  that  thefe  common  people 
thought  that  the  Logos,  and  the  fpirit,  were  pcr- 
feos  diftinft  from  God.   Joftin  was  not  writtog 

'  '  with 
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wich  a  vkw  to  tbat  queftioBs  a»  TemiUtao  was  r 

but  only  meant  to  fay  how  much  more  knowledge 
Vtt  lo  be  found  among  the  loweft  of  die  chnf- 
ttant  dian  among  the  wifcft  of  the  heathen  phU 

lofophcrs. 

Befides,  Juftin  is  here  io^ng  of  the  know* 
ledge  of  thcfe  lower  people,  .and  it  favoured  his 
purpoie  to  make  it  as  confidcrablc  as  he  cuuld  ; 
whereas  TertuUian  is  complaimng  of  the  circum- 
ftancc  which  he  mentions,  fo  that  nothing  but 
the  convidkion  of  a  difagrecable  truth  could  have 
extorted  it  from  him.  The  fame  was  the  calc 
with  rcfpedl  to  AthaaaGus. 

That  the  common  people  in  Jufttn's  time 

fhould  underltand  his  doftrine  concerning  the 
perXonifkation  of  the  T.ogos  is,  in  itfelf,  highly 
improbable.  That  this  Logos»  which  was  ori- 
ginally ja  God  the  Umc  thing  that  reafon  is  in 
man,  ihould  at  the  creation  of  the  world  ailume 
a  proper  ferfonality^  and  afterwards  animate  the 
body  of  Jcfus  Chrift,  cither  iu  addition  to  a  hu- 
man fouU  or  inftead  of  ir,  is  not  only  very  abfurd, 
but  alfo  fo  very  ahftrufe^  that  it  is  in  the  higheft 
degree  improbable,  a  priori^  that  the  common 
people  Ihould  have  adopted  it.  The  fcriptures^ 
in  which  they  were  chiefly  converfant,  could  never 
teach  them  any  fuch  thing,  and  they  could  no( 
have  been  capable  of  entering  into  the  philofo* 
phical  refinements  of  Juftin  on  the  fubjccl. 
Whereas,  that  the  common  people  ihould  have 

beUevcA 
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believed  as  TertoHian  and  Athanafius  reprefent 
ciiem  CO  have  done,  viz«  that  there  i&  but  one 
God  I  and  chat  Chrift  was  a  man,  the  mefleager 
or  prophet  of  God,  and  no  fecond  God  at  all,  the 
rival  as  it  were  ot  .4he  firit  God,  is  a  thing 
highly  credible  in  itfelf,  and .  therefore  requires 
kis  external  evidence. 


Of  tbi  fajfage  in  Jufiin  Martyr  concerning  stu 

Umtmrimu  of  bis  sirne*. 

I  think  myfelf  poileired  of  fb  much  evidence 
in  £vrour  of  the  unitarian  do&rine  having  been  , 
maintained  in  the  firft  ages  of  chriilianicy,  that  I 
have  no  occaiioa  to  be  lolicitous  about  trifles  with 
reijpedt  to  iti  and  even  with  regard  to  the  much* 

conceded 

*  K^ti  ys^  %iu  rmu  7v  n^tlifn  y%vut  ^iMjoymu 
cT9;«irc^s^#*  Off  «  ^vpriHfAAip  ui*  Af  mMtra  tavIh  fioi 

Edit,  Thirl b/»  p.  z^^. 

Thus  rendered  by  my  opponent  the  Month)/  Kevjevrer. 

Tbcff  tre  fome  of  oar  profelHon  who  icknowledgf  him  to  be 
the  Chrift,  tnd  jtt  miinuiii  that  he  wit  t  man  born  in  the 
ncnnd  w^y ;  to  whom  I  could  not  yield  my  aflent»  no  not 
mn  if  cfae  majority  of  cbriftiaat  flmild  think  the  lame; 
hecaafe  we  are  commanded  by  Chrift  hlmfelf  not  to  fely  on 
bman  deHiinca,  but  tbieeeive  thofe  which  wTere  publiflied  by 
the  bleiTed  prophets,  and  which  he  hioirelf  tittsht  vs. 
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oontcfled  paflfagc  in  JuaiaMflrt|rr,abovere&rn«d  tov 

and  of  which  1  made  iomt  u\l  m  my  late  Hijiory^ 
vol.  i.  p«  17,  ic  is  quite  lutiicienc  tor  my  purpoie 
chit  the  writer  here  fpeaks  of  unitarians  with  wkIoT'o 
nefs^  and  is  tar  from  trc\aing  them  as  heretics  ;  and 
in  this  I  think  every  reaibnable  man^  who  coufideit 
the  manner  in  which  this  writer  fpeaks  of  hereiia 
in  general  (on  which  orcalion  h  '  fpccifies  none  buc 
Gnoftics)  will  agree  witlixne.  If  any  pcrfon  think 
otherwife,  I  have  nothing  farther  to  fay,  and  our 
readers  muft  judge  between  us* 

I  cannot  hdp  thinking,  however,  with  my  icamed 

yindicai^r^  that  ihb  paliagje.  more*  critically  fi}^ 
mined,  furnUhea  a  ftiU  ftroqger  etridence  in  fivoMr 
of  the  prevalence  of  the  uoitariafi  dodrine  in  the 
.  lime  of  Juftin, 

I.  Let  it  be  confidered  that,  in  this  place,  as 
well  as  in  his  writings  in  general,  he  Udwtrs  the 
.  proof  of  the  pre-eadftence  of  Chrift,  (hewing  that 
it  is  confonant  to  the  jj)nnciples  of  Platoniim,  aiid 

By  my  Vindicator,  more  literally. 

Theft  are  fone  of  our  race  [viz.  Gentiles]  who  acknowledge 
him  to  be  the  Chrift,  and  yet  fntintaln  that  he  was  a  man 
bom  in  the  natural  way,  to  whom  I  do  not  aiieat,  though  the 
majority  may  have  told  me  that  thej  had  been  of  the  fame 
opinion,  &c«  . 

Some  coojefiaie  that  the  original  reading  was  vutlt^u, 
{ninad  of  nfUlifn ;  and  then  it  flioald  be  rendered  feme  of 
jmrr  rati,  meaning  the  Jewiflt  chriftiant*  Bat  there  is  no  antho- 
fity  for  this  irom  any  maanfeiipt.  .  . 

I  alfo 
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a]fi»*  d^ucible  from,  the  writings  of  MofcSi  and 
oihcr  parts  of  tfat;  Jewifli  fcripcures»  wkhouc  re- 
ferring to  any  other  wfiter  in  fuppoft  of  what  hi 

fiMi|BMftdHleirh#41fimdfi^  him  with  tcfp^A 
to  ill  which  kjuft  as  anj^  man  would  do  wiio  fhould 
WMe  ifrdtfaooe  of  a  n«tdf  ot  noft  ircrf  pif valcAC 
oi^kiion^  and  one,  of  which  tunniclf  was  the  principal 
abettor.  Hedicnprovides  a  retaeat  in  caijc  he  ihoukl 
iiotiDeabie»f«OTi6'bb  pQim%%iiig.ttia^  * 

he  fhould  fail  m  this,  ic  wouiii  not  follow  tliac  h^ 

wa&  naii2:akM  io  the  other  i  foe  tiuL  itiU  Jefiui 
might  l»  thr  Mrfllab^wbick  waa  csridetitly 

matter  of  the  firftconfequencc  with  hso^  thougil. 
he  fhottld  be  notluog  more  than  a  ouuk 

3.  He  talks  of  not  being  overborne  by  the  au- 

ikmntf  of  anjF  A&imbor  ok  mcog  cvoa  his  kliow 
iWftiMs,  but  wdiM  adhere  to  the  worde  of 

Qirift>  and  tht  feme  of  fcripcure ;  which  is  a  ilylc 
dmoBt  pectdttf  (o  thofe  wthcrfe  opinioOA  are  eithtf 
l|imc  npvd^  or  at  leail  not  very  prevalent^ 

4.  The  phraie    eeiiher  4a  I  ^Igree  with  tbf . 

majoricy  v(  chriftians,  who  may  have  obje(5le4 
fij  mji  Qpiajost"  la  nearly  the  010(1  Ikc^ 

ral  feadertng  of  the  l^ge  (iheugK  I  woi>14  not 
be  uoocri^od  la  lay  much  ikcU  on  thai  cirQ^m^ 

ftanee^  wiJi  nitttiailf  be  ,«»iAiP«i  M  .mem 
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that  the  majority  aftoally  did  make  the  objcaion, 
or  tlut  Jultin  fufpcdcd  they  mighi  n»kc  it. 

When  I  confidcr  thcfe  circtimftanccs,  and  alfo 
how  apt  all  pedons  are  to  make  their  own  party 
more  numerous  than  it  really  is,  1  am  indiocd  to 
think  that,  even  if  thepaflBigc  mighc  bear  ladi 
a  contlnirtion  as  that  Ju  ft  in  meant  to  inlinoate 
that  the  majority  were  with  him,  yet  that  itwooM' 
Jiot  be  themoft  natural  conaruction,  or  a  luffi- 
cicnt  authority  to  conclude  that  Aicb  was^the  faft. 
I  tfaerefcm  tfaiok  that,  upon  the  whole,  the  paf* 

fagc  bias  all  the  appearance  af  an  apak^  (which  is 
ail  that  I  have  averted)  for  an  opinim  cUflmnt 
from  that  which  in  his  rime  WM  commonly  re^ 
ceivcd  on  the  fubjcd, 

I  am,  no  doubt,  influenced  in  my  conflnic- 
tton  of  this  particular  paiiage,   by  the  per- 
foaaon  thatlhave,  from  other  independent  evi- 
denca,  that  the  ooitarina  were,  in  faft,  the  ma- 
jority of  chriliians  in  the  time  of  Juttim  that  he 
therefore  knew  this  to  be  the  cafe,  and  coold  not 
mean  to  infinuate  the  contrary.   Another  perfon, 
having  a  uiiTcrcnt  pcrfuafion  concerning  the  ftatc 
of  opinions  inihat  age,  will  natuially  be  inclined 
td  put  a  different  conftruciion  upon  ihis  pai&igc 
In  this  cafe  I  on!y  wifli  thatke  WQuM  fufpendwi 
judgment  ttU  be  has  attended  to  my  other  argu- 
ments ;  and  afierwards  he  may  perhaps  (be  tfaii 
ptOagc  io  the  £une  ttght  io  which 
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The  word  y--^',  I  chink         my  learned  friend, 
refers  to  natural  dejant \  and  I  therefore,  coaciude 
tliat  Juftin  h'ere  mcAiic  not  chriftians  in  general, 
but  gentile  chriftians  in   particular;  becauic, 
as  iic  is  oppofing  the  opinion  concerning  Chrifi^ 
which  made  him  to  be    man  born  of  men^  not  to 
the  do&rine  of  the  Miraculous  conception^  but 
00I7  to  his  pre-exiftince^  the  only  idea  that  he  had 
in  his  nnind,  and  to  which  he  attended,  was  that 
of  hh^mpk  humamty »  and  we  have  pofitive  evi- 
denoe  that  this  was  the  doOrine  of  all  the  Jewifb 
chriftians,  lo  that  he  couid  not  fpeak  of  fome  of 
them  holding  it  and  others  not»  .Whereas  the 
gentile  chriftians  were  divided .  on  that  fubje£l  $ 
and  fome  of  them  even  later  than  this,  viz.  in 
the  tioie  of  Origens  held  that  in  the  ftridieft  lenfe  • 
of  the  expreflSon,  Jefus  was  a  man  born  of  man^ 
being  the  Ibnof  Jofcph  as  well  as  oi  Mary.  I  there- 
fiM  think  that  Juftin  me^nc  the  gentile  chrii^ 
tians,   omitting  the  Jewifh  chriQians,  whofe 
fcQtioients  he  migh  t  fuppole  to  have  been  well 
knowa  to  the  learned  Jew^  with  whom  he  was 
convcrfing- 

Tiilemont  Ibme  where  lays  that  the  majority 

of  the  Lblonites,  fccai  to  have  believed  that  Chrift 
was  the  ion  of  Jofcph  i  and  as  i  find  no  mention 
of  two  forts  of  Ebionites  (one  of  them  believ- 
ing the  miraculous  conception  and  the  other  not) 
before  the  time  of  Origen,  it  is  probable  that  in 
4ie  time  of  Juftin  the  Jewifti  chriftians  were  al- 
laoft  wholly  ^biooites  of  the  oidelL  dcnomina- 
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tkm,  bcikiving  Qirift  to  be  nriM  bom  of  man, 
in  tlieftrideft  fcnfe  of  thephi:aie;  and  tberefore 
thai,  IB  this  rdpeA  alfo>  thcM  could  hare  been 
no  pretence  for  any  inrinufltion  that  the  jcwifli 
chriilians  were  divided  oa  this  point  i  and  ilill 
ltfs>  that  thofe  among  ^lem  who  beKeved  Jefitia 
to  be  a  man  bom  of  man,  were  not  a  very 
great  majority  of  them. 

It  is  plAin  from  the  exigence  of  fuch  chriilians^ 
both  aamig  Jews  and  Gentile^  in  tht  ttnae  ttf 
Origen,  and  probably  much  later,  which  was 
long  after  the  publication  of  the  go^ls  of  Mat« 
thew  and  Loka^  tbtir  piefeat  form  (wA^ 

mitting  that  there  might  be  fomc  doubt  relating 
to  the  inrrodudions  to  chcoi,  when  they  were 
firft  publiiied)  that  they  ooafideitd  tbtfecvan* 
g^Kfts  fimply  as  htjiohansy  and  by  no  means  as 
iftf^iiccl  wriiert;  i#  that  thqr  thpu|^  thcmkiwa 
mWbtftf  to adnik  or  Megairf thaw  tcfttaioajr  ta 
particular  fa6b^  according  to  tbtir  optnioo  of  chcir 
nvidiiuoi  beiflg  comptMi^  w  Mt  compciM^  n 
thofe  particular  cafes.  I  hare  frequently  avowed 
myfclf  not  to  be  a  believer  in  the  mipuation  of 
tba  cvangdifti  and  apoMcs  air  wHfu^f  and  haM 
given  my  R^afons  prcttr  miKrh  at  large  for  mf 
opiotOR.  I  therefore^  with  thefe  ancicoc  mua»> 
rians,  hcM  4iis  fQlgcft  of  ^  miiaeitaua  tm* 
ccption  to  be  onei  witli  refpei^  to  which  any  ptr* 
Ibn  la  MUf  at  Hbeity  to  think  as  the  cridinnw 

fcB  appear  to  him,  without  any  impcacbflSCiiS* 
«i  hi:a  faith  or  chara&er  as  a  chriftian, 

Iftnll 
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I  Audi  ooadude  this  andcle  with  oblianrihg  tbar» 

iirithuut  attending  to  ininute  criticifms,  it  is  quite 
faSaamt  for  my  purpofc»  that  cheie  ancient  umta* 
ma  cfariftiaiis,  whether  thoy  held  the  miraculQiii 

conoqption  or  not,  whether  they  were  Jews  ur  Gen- 
tik^at  whether  Juftio  meant  to  reprefent  them  afr 
ftriftl/  fpeaking  the  majority  of  chriftians  or  otheh- 
wife,  were  not  treated  by  him  as  heretics. 
From  this  circumftance  alone  it  aiay  be  concluded, 
that  they  wefe  irery  numerous  \  heeiufe  whenem 
unitarians  have  not  been  very  numerous,  and  made 
a  idjpeAabk  figure  among  chriftians,  they  have 
always  been  confidcrcd  with  great  abhorrence,  an4 
have  been  cut  oS  from  coQ^imuniOji  wiiii  ibofe  of 
the  orthodooc  pexfMSkm^ 

With  what  rancour  does  Eufebius  treat  this  clafs 
e^ chnftunSf  both  in  his  hiftory,  and  in  bi3  treatiii^ 
ag^inft  Marcellusof  Ancyra-,  when  we  know,  fron* 
4ilMtf^ri^iii  andoth^r  aut^ities,  t^at  they  were^ 
it  that  cioie  very  numtious  (though  among  the 

lower  ciailcs  of  people)  and  piubably  la  all  jparts  of 

the  choftiao  worid* 

When  thcfc  things  are  duly  cpnCdered,  it  can 
baldly  be  imagined  but  that^  let  this  pafl^e  in  Juftia 
he  omfirwd  in  any  manner  that  the  words  can 
*  poUibly  bear,  it  will  be  fufficiently  to  my  purpofe, 
and  aiithorisce  all  the  uie  that  I  have  made  of  iu 
But  I  can  very  well  fpaic  the  palTage  altogether  i 
t^^i^ag  that  I  have  evidence  enough  of  mv  gcne- 
Hl  pofition  without  it*   After  all  th^  attention 

^^^^ 
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which  I  have  given  to  this  fubjefb,  I  fee  no  material 
objedlion  to  the  manner  in  which  I  have  expreffed 
myfcif  concerning  it  in  my  Hiftory.  If,  however, 
there  fhould  be  a  demand  for  a  new  edition  of  that 
work,  I  (hall  endeavour  to  make  it  as  little  e^^cep^ 
tionable  as  poffible,  confiftent  with  my  own  real 
opinion. 

vir. 

Of  the  Jirji  author  of  the  doclrine  of  the  permanent 

perfonality  of  thf  Logos* 

I  have  given  a  good  deal  of  attention  to  this  fub* 
jeft,  apd  from  a  careful  perufal  of  a  confiderable 
part  of  Juftin  Martyr's  writings,  I  think  it  very 
probable  that  he  was  cither  the  firil,  or  one  of  the 
firft,  who. advanced  the  doftrine  of  the  permanent 
perfonality  of  the  Lx)gos.  I  think  he  writes  as  if 
this  was  the  cafe;  but  I  wilh  that  fomc  other  perfon 
would  give  his  works  a  more  careful  perufal  with 
that  particular  view.  He  was  probably  the  oldeft 
pf  the  authorities  quoted  by  the  anonymous  writer 
referred  to  by  Eufebius,  as  the  Clemens  mentioned 
along  with  him,  was  probably  not  Clemens  Ro- 
manus,  but  Clemens  Alexandrini;s,  who  was  later 
than  Juftin  Martyr.  Had  there  been  any  pretence 
for  quoting  Hegefippus  as  a  maintainer  of  the  di' 
vinity  of  Chrift,  he  would  certainly  have  been  men- 
tioned in  preference  to  Juftin  Martyr,  or  any  others 
in  the  lift ;  not  only  bccaufc  he  was  an  earlier 
writer,  but  chiefly  bccaufe  he  was  one  of  the  JewiQi 
chi  IS,  who  arc  well  Juiown  not  have  favoured 
that  opinion. 
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Ai  to  th^  hymns  ukd  by  chriftiaos,  and  faid  to 
have  been  frm  the  beginning  (*T«fx«<)  by  thofe  whp 
were  friends  to  the  IbjipoiLd  iluLlrinc  of  them,  no  in- 
ference can  k^ely  be  drawn  from  dicm  ;  becaufe  dixi* 
mty  may  be  afcribed  to  perfons  in  very  diffenrnt  ienles, 
^id  fume  of  them  very  innocent  ones  i  and  as  to 
llieir  antiquity^  \t  is  veary  poflib!e»  f(>r  any  thing 
that  appears  to  the  contrary,  that  they  might  have 
been  ihofc  very. hymns  which  were  rejected 
PauU)»  Samofatcnfis  on  account  of  their  novelty^  • 

4 

VIII, 

Maxims  of  bijlmcai  criticifm. 

Though  the  nusuois  of  hiftorical  criticirm  arc 
things  that  are  well  undaftood  by  all  perlbna  wJio 

^iiLnd  to  them  (and  indeed,  as  they  are  the  ultimate 
principles  of  ail  r^ionmg  on  tiieieiubje&s,  it  would 
odierwife  be  in  vain  to  appeal  to  them  at  all)  it  mi^ 

noi.bc  unulcful  to  enumcraLc  them,  and  to  iiluftiatc 

fuch  of  them  43  mfty  fcem  to  require  it.  I  hingt 
of  a  fimiiar  nature  have  been  done  by  all  mathema- 
ticians and*  critics.  By  the  former  thefc  ultimate 
propofitions  are  called  axicms,  and  by  the  lattqr 
ianons  of  criticifm  \  and  as  1  wifli  to  reduce  the  fpe- 
cies  of  criticifm  with  which  I  and  my  opponents 
are  now  convcrfiinc,  to  the  grcateft  certainty,  I  have 

followed  their  e  xample.  I  have,  howevei  ,  made  rib 
geocrai  iyikm,  but  have  only  noted  I'uch  particulars 
ai  I  myfeif  luve  had  occafion  fori  and  even  this  I 
am  far  irom  pretending  to  have  execuctd  with  pcr- 
feft  accuracy  \  but  i  give  it  as  a  Jkitcb^  to  be^fr* 
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^mined  at  ieiture,  *md  to  be  re£i:ii]cd*  where  if  (hall 
4i|>peajr  to  be  ita^ui&tc. 

Thcfe  maxiqis  areadgpted  tothefQ]lowing//^w.»»?<?fy 
.tr/mof  thoic  argumeiils,  ivhick  i  apprehtnd  titabllQ) 
•  |tiy  principal  pofidon,  Ti!z.  tli^it  the  ch  iftittfi  chcHP^h 
Wds  original  ly  unicariar  i  md  tiKrefore  1  h^ivt  Annexed 
to  each  of  them  the  number  of  that  article  in  the 

fummary  viezv  to  which  they  correfpond,  that  they 
jnay  be  compared  together.  1  wifh  that  l>r, 
Horflcy,  and  other  trinitarians^  would  in  liHe  man- 
ner reduce  into  axioms  the  principles  on  which  they 
proceed,  that  tliey  may  be  compared  with  mine  ^ 
pnd  perhaps  wc  may  by  this  means  be  affifted  tq 
editing  to  a  proper  iffuc  in  this  controverly.  If 
my  oppoa<snis  will  derife  any  other  method  that 
jhall  appear  to  be  1)etter  adapted  to  gam  the  tame 
deferable  end,  I  (hall  heartily  concur  m  it,  an4 
fooform  to  if. 

When  two  perfqns  give  different  accounts  of 
tfrnigs,  that  evidence  is  to  be  preferred,  whidi  is 

either  in  itself  more  probable,  or  more  agreeable  {Q 
Q(hqr  cr(^dit)ie  (eftimony. 

a- 

Neither  is  entire  otdic  to  be|;ivn  to  any  fct  of 

men  with  rtlpedk  xo  what  is  reputable  to  thtrm^  nor 
10  their  enemies  with  feQpe^  to  what  is  dcte- 
putable  ;  but  the  aoppunt  given  by  the  one  ni^y  be 
^  |)alan^:c4  by        ^      ftU^cr,  Suminary  View, 

4  3.  Accounu 
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« 

Acqounts  tif  any  fct  of  men  given  by  their  ene* 
inics  oDly  are  always  fufpicioys.   But  "the  confeC* 

fions  of  enemies,  and  circumftanccs  favourable  to 
any  body  of  men,  coUedled  from  the  writings  of 
tbeir  advtrlarieS|  are  ^cferving  of  particular  rqgard* 

4- 

It  is  more  natural  for  men  who  wilh  to  fpeak 

difpaitagingly  of  any  fn£t  tonifldiarvalactim  nuni« 

bersj  as  well  as  every  •  hing  elk  reiating  to  them  ; 

and  ii  is  ^uaily  natural  (or  thofe  wlio  wUh  to  Ipeak 
^^ptAfMf  of  any  party,  to  repreTeil^fte  tnrnibm 
'of  it  as  more  numerous  t^an  they  are;  Summary 

View,  No.  13,    '  '  •  <      "  • 

"When  perfons  form  then^felves  mio  fociettes, 
.  as  to  be  diftioguiihabie  troai  others,  they  neter  tail 
to  get  fame  particuJar  ^av^  either  afliimed  by 
tiicmfcives,  or  impofed  by  others.    This  is  ne- 
ce&ry  in  t>^<fer  to  make  tkem  the  iUsjoft  of  coft- 

verfation,  long  pcriphrafes  in  difcourfe  being  very 
inconvenienL    ^nimary  View:,  Nt>.-8^, 

^»  ♦    *         »  -r     -    1*//        .  •  •! 

When  particular  .opinions  are  afcribed  to  a  par? 
ticukr  cla6  of  men,  without  any  diftiafUon  of  the 
ttixBC  wliea  thofe  opinions  were  adapted  bj  then^ 
itoi^y  be  prefumed,  chat  cbey  wtx^  fuppoled  ap 

hold  thofe  opinions  from  the  time  that  they 

7,  Wheq 
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When  a  particular  defcription  is  given  of  a  clafs 
of  pcrfons  within  any  period  of  time,  any  pcrfon 
who  can  be  proved  to  have  the  proper  charadcr  of 
one  of  that  clafs,  may  be  deemed  to  have  belonged 
to  it,  and  to  have  enjoytd  all  the  privileges  of  i;, 
whatever  they  were.    Summary  View,  No.  9, 

8.  • 

-  When  anhiftorian,  or  writer  of  any  kind,  profeff- 
cdly  enumerates  the  feveral  Jpecies  belonging  to  any 
genuSy  or  general  body  of  men,  and  omits  any  par- 
ticular fpecies,  or  denomination,  which,  if  it  had 
belonged  to  the  genus,  he,  from  his  fituation  and 
circum (lances,  was  not  likely  to  have  overlooked, 
it  may  be  prefumed  that  he  did  not  confider  that 
particular  fpecies  as  belonging  to  the  genus.  Sum- 
mary View,  No.  J. 


I. 


Great  changes  in  opinion  are  not  ufually  made  of 
^  fuddcn,  and  never  by  great  bodies  of  men.  That 
hiftory,  therefore,  which  reprefents  fuch  changes  as 
having  been  made  gradually,  and  by  eafy  fteps,  is 
always  the  more  probable  on  that  account.  Sum* 
mary  View,  No.  1 6. 

••wi^  r  ,0.  .     ■  ■  '  " 

-  The  common  or  unlearned  people,  in  any  coun-' 
try,  who  do  not  fpeculate  much,  retain  longcft  any 
opinions  with  which  their  minds  have  been  much 
impreflcd  •,  and  therefore  we  always  look  for  the 
©Idcft  opinions  in  any  country,  or  any  clafs  of  men, 
•\  among 
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among  the  commoo  p^plet  aod..SK>c  gmong,$^ 
kfunicdu   Svvvmy  Yjpw,  No.  13, 14.  . 

*  •■         -  • 

#  -  ^  •   <  ■    »-  * 

If  any  new  opinions  be  introduced  into  a  fodety^ 

they  arc  moft  hkely  to  have  introduced  them,  who 
held  opinions  fimilar  to  them  before  they  joined 
that  locicty,    Siinimary  View,  No.  15, 

-> 

I  a* 

If  any  particular  opinion  has  never  failed  to  ctf^ 
cite  great  indignation  in  all  ages,  and  nations,  wfaeie 
a  contrary  c^pinion  has  been  gjenerally  rtfceived» 
and  that  parucuiar  opinion  can  be  proved  to  have 
cxifted  in  any  age  or  couQUy  when  it  did  not  exdte 
IndigHLiLion,  it  may  be  concluded  that  it  had  many 
partizans  in  that  age  or  country.  For  the  opinion 
being  the  ianie«  it  ix>uld  not  of  itfelf  be moie  re- 
fpe&able;  and  human  nature  being  the  fame^  it 
could  not  but  have  been  regarded  in  the  fame  Jight^ 

long  as  the  fame  ftrds  was  laid  oa,tl]e  opptfite 
opinion.   Summary  View»  .No.  i.  ii»  12.  » 

When  a  time  is  given,  in  which  any  very  re- 
markabk  and  inteidUag  opkim  «s  niie  »belie^ 
by  a  certain  clafs  of  people,  and  another  time 
in  which  the  belief  of  it  was  general,  the  intro^ 
du£Hon  of  fuch  m  opinion  majr  always  be  knowit 
by  the  effcds  which  it  will  produce  upon  the 
minds,  and  in  tlie  amduft  oC  naen^^by  tfae  alaiift 
which  it  wiU  give  to  fofne,  and  the  defence  of  it  by 

<#thers« 
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■ 

^hers.   if,  therefore,  no  alarm  was  given,  mi 
Bodefoioeflf  itMsnadewkhifiMy  pardeufar 
riod,  ft  may  be  concluded  that  die  introductioa  of 
it  did  ooc  take  place  wicbia  cfaat  pctkxL  Suoh 

^■larf  Viewv  tia  2,  J.  6;  • 

When  ac^  psnkulir  Dfaoioii  orpraftke^  is  ikh 

ceflarily  or  cuftomarily  accompanied  by  any  other 
opiiuoa  or  pradice}  if  the  laaer  be  not  found  whhin 
-ii^  pactfcdar  period,  ie  may  be  piefiiaQd  tbat^^ 
Sooner  did  oaoc  eauft  ^imhin  diifc  pcxiod.  Siiin< 
juvy  - Vsevf f  Niii  ^ 

•  ■ 

IX. 

•  •  •  4 

^  fummmj  vim     ibt  mUeme  far  the  primiiM 

^ir^iam  having  bfU  fk^  4o&/ins  of  tb^Jun^U 


L  Ik  |i  ia  acknowledged  by  early  writers  of  the 
otthodoot  peffiiafiont  chat  two  kinds  of  hereTy 
exifted  in  the  times  of  the  apofUe^a  viz.  that  of 
Chofe  who  hekl  that  Chrift  was  fisnply  a  maai 
and  that  of  the  Gnoftics ;  of  whom  fome  be- 
Itfyed  that  Chrtft  was  man  only  ia  appearance^ 

Md  QihnB  that  itwaa  only  Je/us,  and  not  dr 

Cbrijl  (a  pre-cxiftcnt  fpirit  who  defcended  from 

kmmn  anil  imlt  m  Um}  that  fisffeml  oq  lii^ 


Wro6»  New  d»  apirfUe  John  anioiadrerca  with 
ihe  greafieft  feverity  upon  the  laaer,  but  .inake^ 

IMiliHitiMefdBfiimifiri  aiKl  caq  it  fae  afaooghc 
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probable  thac  he  would  pafs  ic  ivkhPMi  cenfor^ 
if  1m  had  thought  ie  tti  be  M  errer^  caofidering 
kow  greac»  and  how  dangerous  anerrir.k 
always  becD  thought  by  tbofe  who  kwc  cosfi.^ 
dctrd  tc  as  being  ao  crrorHtaU?   Ma^(tm  la^ 

The  great  ^jcftion  thpt  Jews  b^w  al«qm 
made  to  chriftianity  in  it*  prefefvc  ftateis^  that  it 
cii}oiAS  the  worllup  more  gods  ihaa  ooe ;  and 
k  is  a  great  atttde  vtth  ibediriftun-vritcra  oftbt 

fecond  and  foUowiog  centuries  to  anfwer  this  ob^ 
]e(5lir;ii.  But  u  does  not  apjpear  m  all  the  book 
cf  A^«»  in  which  we  bear  much  of  the  cavils  o£ 
the  Jews,  bofh  in  Jenifaleni  and  in  many  parts 
of  the  Roman  empire,  that  they  made  any  fucb 
e^^toft  to  diriffianity  /irw ;  nor  die  apoftle^^ 
fkher  there,  or  in  thek  cpiiiles,  advance.  aa]n 
thmg  with  a  view  to  fucb  aa  ofajeAioo*  ic  ma^. 
be  prefuaaed,  therefore,  that  no  fiich  offence  to 
ihc  Jews  had  then  been  gives,  by  thcpmaciiiag  of 
a  do6lriAe  lb  offenftiw  to  them  as  chat  nf  ch« 
(iwinity  oi  Chrift  muft  have  been*  Maxim  la.  i  j« 

3.  As  JK)  Jaw  bad  omg^oiUy  anf  idea  #f  ditia 

Mefliah  being  more  than  a  man,  ai>J  as  the 
apoflias  aiKLcfae  Sdk  cbniiHrnii  bad  cgtaioly  tbeijMne 
idaa^rUI  cBwoMiag  Jefuti  it  m&y  be  ibpfsfei, 
ti:^  it  ever  they  lud  been  mtii^r^idd  that  Jeiua; 
was  not  a  man,  but  either  .Gad  bi«ifc4^t  or  ate 
maker  of  the  world  under  God,  we  (hould  have 
been  able  a>  moe  the  ifia^iaod  ibe.  driMmfiauces 

iiwMihi^g^'tfdlfeaiwMif  waa.i^^  ospdnaaw 

and 
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flod  thai  we  ibouid  ha^e  perceived  die  efifed  wiich 
fr Ind dpM dtfir miadf  ^  wc)aA  by  htm  dm&gp 

in  timr  manner  of  Tpeaking  concerning  him.  But 
aochteg  4if  dib  kind  i*  to  be  found  io  ^  go%ieU» 
ill  the  book  of  Adls,  or  in  aof  of  the  epiftfe&i  Wt 
perceive  marks  enow  of  other  new  views  of  things, 
cfpecialljr  t>f  the  call  of  the  Geadtes  to  partake  oif 

the  privileges  of  the  gofpel ;  and  we  hear  much  of 
the  diiputcs  and  the  eager  coAteack>n  which  it  oc- 


IF 

■ 

Is 

[1 

jiidice*?  have  been  (hocked  by  the  information  that 
a  peribn  whom  they  hrft  took  to  be  ^  ma^4  mas^ 
ma  not  t  man,  bat  either  God  himfelf)  or  the  maker 

ol  Hk  world  under  God  I    Maxim  13. 


4.  AU  the  JewiOi  chriltiaiis,  after  the  deftroaion 

of  Jcrutilem,  which  was  immediately  after  the  age 
ot  the  apoftkSf  are  bid  to  have  been  EhUnUes ;  and 
theft  were  only  of  two  ibrts,  ibme  of  them  hokiiDg 
the  mimculous  conception  of  our  Saviour,  and  others 
beiaeviag  that  be  was  the  fim  of  Jofeph  as  well  as 
of  Mary.  None  of  them  are  faid  to  have  be- 
lieved cither  that  he  was  God,  or  the  maker  of  the' 
workl  under  God.  And  is  ic  at  ail  otdible  diac 
the  body  of  tiic  Jcwifti  chriilians,  if  they  had  ever 
Uon^oftru^bd  by  the  apoftks  in  the  doftrioe  of  the 
divinity,  or  prt^Aeoee  of  Chr^  would  fo  foon, 
and  fo  generally,  ii  noc  umverhdly,  have  abandooed 
tlMliitbf  Maxima. 


j«  Had  Chriil  been  confidered  as  God,  or  the 

^aakar  of  Chid  worid  Qftdcr  God»  m  tiK  ear^ 

tho 


-  > 
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tiie  church)  he  would  natarally  have  been  the  pro^ 

per  objedl  oi  prayer  to  chriftians  nay,  more  fo  than 
God  the  Father,  with  whom,  ^on  the  Icheme  X)f  the 
dofirine  of  the  trinky^  they  muft  hsive  known  that 
tliey  had  lefs  immediate  intercourfe.  But  prayers  to 
Jefos  Omit  were  not  ofed  in  early  tifnes»  but  gained 
ground  gradually,  with  the  opinion  of  Chrifl:  being 
God,  and  the  objed  of  worlhip.   Maxim  14.  * 

6.  Athanafius  rcprefents  the  apoftles  as  obliged  to 
ufe  great  caution  not  to  offend  their  firft .converts' 
with  the  do&rtne  of  Chrift's  divinity,  and  as.  for* 
bearing  to  urge  that  topic  till  they  were  firft  well 
eflabliihed  in  a  belief  of  his  being  the  Meiliah. 
He  adds,  that  the  Jews  being  in  an  error  on  this  fub* 
jcdt,  drew  the  Gentiles  into  it.  Chryfoftom  agrees 
with  Athanafius  in  this  repielentadoii  of  the  fileoce  of 
the  apoftles  in  their  firft  preadung,  both  with  lefpeCb 
10  the  divinity  of  Chrift,  and  his  miraculous  con- 
ception. They  both  reprefent  them  as  Icmring  their 
difcipks  to  learn  the  dodlrine  of  Chrift's  divinity, 
by  way  of  tn/ernu^  from  certain  expreiTions ;  and 
they  do  not  pretend  to  prodace  any  inftance  ia 
wliich  tiiey  taught  that  doftrine  clearly  and  expli* 
cid/.    Maxim  13. 

7.  Hegefippus,  the  firft  chriftian  hiftorian,  him* 
iyf  a  Jew,  and  therefore  probably  an  Ebionite,  enu* 
merating  the  herfcfies  of  bis  time,  mentions  feveral 
of  the  GuqIUc  kind,  but  not  that  of  Chrift  being  a 
mere  man.  He  moreover  lays,  that .  in  travelling 
CO  Rome,  where  he  arrived  in  the  time  of  Anicctus, 
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he  found  all  the  churches  (ha|  he  vifited  add  Lhc 
t^th  v^hkh  hid  been  taughc  by  Chrift  and  the 
ipoftksy  whkfat  in  his  (^HnkMifWas  probably  that  of- 
Chrift  being  not  God^  bu^  i^aa  only.  Juflia 
Manyi  iUfo^  and  Cieoieas  Aleiisin^Jrimis^  who  wrace 
after  Hegcfippus,  treat  largely  of  hercfks  in  genmly 
without  mcouoausgi  or  al^^^^&  ^  uaic^iaost 
Maxim  8.   .  .  . 

'  &  Aii  itho&  wbo  wore  clawed  btretica  in  early 
tioMi  mm  ^ut  off  from  tbe.  cmtmimon  of  tbofa 
who  called  themfeives  the  orthodox  chriftians,  nni 
wctt  by  ibm  particular  Biuoti  geoenmy  tkic  of 
thdr  leader*  •  But  the  unitarians  ampng  the  geotilet 
were  not  expelled  Irom  the  ailcmbltes  of  cbriftiaQS» 
but  mpfihippBd  along  with  tbofe  vfao  wm 
orthodox,  and  had  no  particular  name  till  the  time  of 
Victor^  wbo  e^KCommunicated  Ibeodotus  ;  and  a 
loBg.  tiaae  after  ihal  h  pipbamut  eodcaTouycd  lo  ghwa 

them  the  name  of  Alugi.  And  though  the  Ebio- 
im^  pjrobaUy  about  or  before  this  time^  bad  beca 
CKComoNiimfitd  by  the  Gcntiie  chriftianst  it  wat » 

as  Jcrom  fays,  only  on  account  of  their  ri^ki  ad- 

bfiikwe  to.  the  \m  9^  Mofe^  Maxim  5*. 

9,  The  ApcjVits  creed  is  that  wMidi  was  taught  to 

were 

iliade  to  St  6tim  lime  to  timc^  io  o^ler  to  csclodi 

thok  wiio  Were  dcnomiaated  ktrnUs.  Now,  tiiougb 
t^Mna.iMe  fevrral  articles  in  ihsi  cited  Hhich  aUnd^ 
tft  tka-iiO'^cK  and  tscklv  condemn  then,  tbner 

^mMit  ia  (be      of  XmitUw^  anji  ai;tf:te  io  ic 
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that  alluded  tO  the  uniufians  ;  fo  chat  even  then  any 
fmturiaiit  at  lead  one  believing  the  miraculous 
Coficeptioii^  might  hat^  IbUcribed  it  It  nuy, 
therefore^  be  concludedy  that  fiiBpie  unicarianiloi 
was  not  derthed  heittiol  at  the  end  of  the  SkmA 
tcntury,   MaXim  7. 

to.  It  is  ackno#led^  by  Etifebiils  and  others^ 
that  tlie  ancient  unitarians  themielves,  conitantly 
aflbted  that  their  doctrine  wa^      |m¥9|Uing  opN 
Mon  ef  the  dtfiftiaa  church  till  the  time  ctf 
Maxima* 

tt.  JiJftirf  Martyr^  who  mAtitattS  the  pre-exift-' 
cnce  of  Chrift,  is  fb  far  from  calling  the  contrary 
optnioii  a  kerefyy  that  what  be  ftyt  0^  the  ^eft  ia 
evidently  an  apology  for  his  own :  and  when  he 
ijpeaka  of  heretics  in  gemrsl^  which  he  does  with 
great  indignation,  as  no  chriftians,  and  hairing  no 
communication  with  chriitiansy  he  oieotiom  ibn 
Gfloftics  only.  Maxim  12* 

11.  Irenasius,  who  wa^  after  Juftifl,  and  who 
wroic  a  laigs  traatife  on  f be  Ikbjeft  of  faerefy^fiiys 

wry  Htdc  concerning  the  Ebionices.  Thofe  Ebio- 
sites  be  speaks  of  as  bclteriog  ihat  Chrift  was 
Ac  ion  of  Jofeph,  and  he  makes  no  mention 
of  thole  who  believed  the  miraoolous  eoncq>iioa» 
Maxim  idU 

1J«  Tertullian  reprefents  the  majority  of  th^ 
oommois  or  unleanKd  chriftia^  the  MeUff  as  itni- 

L  tarians  | 
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tarians  ;  nn  !  it  among  the  convnion  people  that 
we  always  iind  the  oldcft  opinions  in  any  coun- 
try^ and  in  any  fcA,  while  the  learned  are  moll 
ape  to  innovate*  it  ma^  liiertfore  be  prcfuiucd 
that^  as  the  uoitarian  doArine  was  held  by  the  com* 
^Tion  people  in  the  time  of  Tertullian,  it  had  been 
more  general  luil  before  that  time,  and  probably 
untverial  in  the  apoftolicai  age.  Athanafius  alib 
mentions  it  as  a  lu^jcct  of  complaiiU  to  tiic  ortho- 
dox ot  his  agie  chat  sbe  mofty^  and  efpccia  iy*  per- 
Ions  of  l0w  tmderftdndifjgSy  were  indioed  to  the  unir 
tarun  docinae.   Maxim  4.  10. 

14.  The  firft  who  held  and  dilcuni-d  the  due- 
trine,  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift,  acknowledged  that 
their  ofdnions  were  exceedingly  unpopular  among 
the  unlearned  chriftians  v  that  tbefe  dreaded  the 
dodrineof  the  tnoi^*  thinking  that  it  infringed 
upon  the  doCbrine  of  the  fupicmacy  of  God  the 
I'ati^er  ;  and.  the  learned  chnitians  make  treijuenC 
apologies  to  them,  and  to  others,  for  their  own  opi« 
nion.   Ma^iim  io« 

15.  The  divinity  of  Chrifl:  was  firft  advanced 
and  urged  by  thole  who  had  been  heathen  philo* 
ibphertt  and  efpeeiaUy  thofe  who  were  adroireiB  of 

the  dodlrmc  ot  Haco,  who  held  the  opmiQn  of  a 

ficmd  God.  Auftin  iays»  that  he  confidered  Chrift 
as  no  other  than  a  moft  excellent  mzn^  and  had  tto 

fuipicion  of  the  word  of  God  being  incarnate  in 
him,  or  haw  ^  the  catholic  huth  diffimd  from  the 
error  of  Phoiinui>'        l^il  ui  Uic  proper  unnx- 

a  rians 
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Kate  whofe  name  is  come  down  to  us)  ttft  he  ^ea3 
llie  books  of  Plato  5  and  ihat  he  was  afttr  wards  coa- 

firoHxl  in  the  Catholic  do&rinc  by  reading  ifae  fcrip- 

cuiest    Conftantinc  in  his  oration  to  the  father*  of 

the  council  of  Nice,  fpeaks  with  commendacioa  of 
PlatOt  as  having  taught  4he  doctrine  of    a  fccond 

God,  derived  ii'om  die  lupaiTiC  God,  and  iupkf* 
vient  to  his  will."    Maxim  1 1.  ' 

♦  • 

16.  There  v^  a  pretty  eafy  gradation  in  the  pro- 
grcis  ot  the  doctrine  of  tl^  divinity  q\  Chriil ;  as 
he  was  firft  thouglit  to  be  a  God  in  fome  qualiBed 
fenfe  of  the  word,  a  dillinguilhcd  emanation  lioia 
the  Tupremc  mind  ;  and  then  the  Logos,  or  the  wif- 
dom  of  God  perfonificd  \  and  this  kg^s  was  6rft 
thought  to  be  only  occafionally  detached  from  the 
Deity,  and  then  drawn  into  his  eflenoe  ag^tn»  before 
it  Was  1  imagined  that  it  had  a  permanent  pcrfonality^ 
diftind  from  that  of  the  fourcc  from  which  .ic 
fprung..  And  it  was  noc  till  400  years  after  that 
time  that  this  logosy  or  Chrift,  was  thought  to  be 
properly  equal  to  the  irathen  Whereas,  on  the  other 
hami,  it  is  now  pretended  that  the  apoftles  taught 
the  doctrine  of  the  divinity  ot  Chrilt,  yet  it  cannot 
be  denied  that  in  the  very  times  ot  the  apoiUes,  the 
Jewi(h  church,  and  many  of  the  Gentiles  alfo,  held 
tlic  opinigaof  hib  being  a  mere  man.  Here  the  tran- 
lition  is  quiie  ,fuddeo,  without  any  gradatioo  at 
all.  This  muft  tiaturally  haVe  given  the  greateft 
alaroif  fuch  as  is  now  given  to  tliok  who  are  called 
orthodox,  by  the  prefeot  Sodoiana ;  and  yet  nothing 
of  this  kind  can  be  perceived.     Befide5,  it  is  ccr- 

L  2,  tainly 
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umljjr  mod:  prciMrit  thai  the  chriftiaiis  of  thofe 
limeSf  urged  as  they  wtm  with  the  fncafmefs  of 

ihcir  matter,  ihoQid  inctine  to  add  to^  rathtr  than 
l04fyi^hi$iiaUir:«liBnkaiiddigiu^    Maxim  ^ 

9 

Memarks  on  $be  mrticU  of  da  M$MSbiy  BjvUw  for 
Sipimkir^  178^  m  M/wir  i$  my  IUply  U  jom 

A  writer  in  the  Momitf  JUviiw  having  made  an 
AborM  Bgdwci  to  my  Rifff  to  his  former  animad* 
¥effions  on  my  hiftory,  it  will  be  expefted  that  I  take 
ft>me  notice  of  it.  On  its  own  account  I  certainly 
ftould  not  have  thought  it  nece(Iary>  any  more 
dian  X  fhould  with  refpcft  to  his  fonn^  re* 
narks.  But  being  wiitten  in  a  ijpecious  and  imp 

pofing  manner,  as  the  former  were  ;  and  efpccially 
having  the  advantage  of  gping  without  expence  into 
the  hands  of  almoft  all  readers,  I  ihall  notice  an 
article  or  two  in  it,  in  which  he  himfelf  evidently 
thinks  that  he  has  the  moft  advantage,  andjonly  givt 
my  opinion  in  general  with  reipeft  to  the  reft.' 

As  to  the  tmper  with  which  diis  controvert  has 
been  conduAed,  I  appeal  to  our  readers^  wheAer 
my  Repfy  was  not  isndid  and  temperate^  beyond 
what  his  firft  rtmariu  woe  entitted  to  I  andwhether 
his  anfwer  be  not  extremely  uneaniii  and  infilifif^ 
I  do  nor  pretend  to  be  a  judge  in  my  own  caufe 
1  know,  libwevtrf  that,  wheim  he  luppdb  I  oifA 
the  term  ariticiftr  by  way  of  contempt^  I  only  ufed 


.  d  by  GoogI 


Ba.      H  O  R  S  L  E  \\  ^ 

it  for  the  fake  of  variety,  inftead  of  criiic^  nviiWiTf 

After  quoiiAg  a  pafiag^  from  Juilio  Martyr,  I 
«ddcdt  ^  This  Jangoags  has  all  the  appmrtocs  of 

♦*  an  apology  for  an  opinion  contrary  to  the  general 
**  and  prevailing  one  j  as  that  of  the  humanity  of 
^  Chrift(fl(kaft  wkh  chr  bcMof  cIk  minnkNll 

•*  conception)  probably  was  in  his  time/^   1  his  thft 
Reviewer  called  a  verj  gnai  imonfijuncy.  The 
^  Doter/*  he  lajB,  ^  ins  M  right  to  \tAn\MM 
Uaft  wish  the  belief  cf  a  miraculous  concept iQUi  The 
^  iniertioa  is  entirely  arbitrary ;  and  cbofe  wha 
^  know  feffl  of  dkt  anchdr'a  charaAer  thn  wt  ddi 
and  jnay  not  have  tbe  (ame  well-grounded  aifii^ 
anceof  his  tntegrityt  may  poffiUy  be  kd  so  kMh 
gine,  that  he  introduced  thofe  words  only  to  give 
foroe  oHoitfabk  {Ketm  to  his  OWA  priiicipiiQ.^ 

This  I  fcrupled  noc  tb  call  a  if^MuJUfi  sndpen 
verf€  mifreprcfentstion  of  my  meamog  %  shic  pan 
ef  the  lenteiicc  fai  Which  hotnaioo  is  made  of  ibt 

miraeuloHs  conception  being  exprdfive  of  an  opimoft 
of  fliy  owa»  and  far  which  1  make  myfitf  Oily 
aAftvmUe.    The  ftniMee  is  sheiifore  pttleftty 

unexceptionable,  and  very  far  from  giving  juft 

csttie  for  Ach  an  dareuag  9$c)mmim  as  the 

Reviewer  makes  ufe  of. 
This,  however,  he  has  Ae  aSifafm  to  defend  i 

and,  confident  of  bis  advantage  in  the  atgument^ 

He  even  <|tiocee  the  nbole  fMrn  ia  my  Reply 

L  J  relating 
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relating  to  this  fubjcft;  and!  then  fays,  p.  lUM^ 
**  We  carefully  revited  what  wc  had  wriueni  ajnfi 
as-  carefully  compared  it  with  the  paflage  in 
Dr.  PKeftky^s  Hiftory  whkli  (xct&omdrthKfre* 
*^  BedUon  wc  make-    1  he  revifal,  inftcad  of  09a- 
vincing  us  that  we  bad  snticooceitred  or  ixiil^ 
rcprefenrtd  Dr.  Prieftley*s  meanings  fully  oofi- 
vinced  us  that  we  had  done     kher    and  we 
now  a  fecond  dme  repeat  what  Dr.  Prieftley  has 
becti  plettied  to* call  an  almoft  unparallelled 
^  ioftance  of  ground iefs  and  perverfe  mifreprcfent- 
^  ation***   He  lefta  his  viodicadOn  on  that  part  of 
the  fentence,  in  which  meotion  is  made  if  the 
miraculous  concepcion,  being  an  infcrencf  ficom  the 
paSage  in  Juftin.     As  fuck,'!  he  now  fays,  p.  944i 
^'  we  found  fault  with  iu'*    .  , 

ft 

Now  JL^iliBp^  jas  I  did  in  my  Rcplj^  that  tjiis  jclauta 
is  n$  inference  at  alU  but  an  independent  obfervation 

of  my  own».  in  fupport  of  my  inference,  or  rather 
of  paot^f  it  only  \  and  it  it  be  other  wife,  I  profef% 
that  I  have  no  knowledge  of  ianguag:,  and  th^t  I 
am  not  able  to  exprefs  my  own  meaning.  If  I  un-- 
derftand  myfelf,  the  whok  ftoteoce  n)ay  ba  pan* 
phrafed  as  follows.  "  What  J  jii  ^  here  advancts 
appears  to  me  to  have  the  air  ot  an  apology  foic 
an^'opiniofi  of  .bis  own,  di0bent  from  that  ot  the 

"  majority  oi  chriftians  in  his  ciine.  The  opinion 
which  he  mentions  as  not  his  own  is,  that  Chriit 

f  <  was  a  mese  man>  and  even  the-  fon  of  Jofeph  as 
well  as  of  Mary.  Kuw  I  w  ill  not  venture  to  lay 
that  ^  i(>pi|^on  wa&  miitn  prevalent  tbas^  that 
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of  Juftin  ;  but  if  we  add  to  thoic  who  held  this 
opinion,  thofc  who  believing  Chrift  to  be  a  mere 
niaa,  held  that  he  had  do  human  father)  I  thiok 

*♦  it  probable  that  tliolc  two.claflVs  oi  thnilians  ta- 
-ken  together  were  (nore  otmierous  thao  thcrfb 

**  who,  with  Juftin  Martyr,  held  the  dodrine  of 

^  Chrift's  pre-exUlencc.'* 

This,  I  will  venture  to  fay,  no  pcrlbn  can  doubt 
was  cny  real  meaning  <,  and. though  it  is  conufcly* 
it  is  Qoti  1  think,  qbfcurely  eicprefied.  With  a  pcr> 
fon  who  can  mifunderftand  fo  plain  a  fentencc,  con- 
iiihng  of  no  more  than  two  members  and  per- 
fift  in  his  mifconftrudioD,  after  it^^  being  particq* 
Urly  pointed  out  to  him,  a/id  his  profcfling  to  have 
given  ail  due  attenaon  to  it  ^  and  al|,o.w^chtwe  !wiio 
can  think  it*  natural  (as  he  does,  p.  a 28)  that  Ter- 
tuUiaOy  or  any  i^ia%  would  reprdifn^  h)s  opponents 
^  more  Dumerous^n  ti^y  really  wert,  in  order  to 
exprefs  his  contempt  of  them  \  it  is  abfolutdy  imp6ll 
bbk  £or  me  to  hold  any  argument.  We  want  coiti^ 
maa  language  and  common  principles. -  it  i%  «s 

the  RcvicWLr  iays>  to  bring  tlu  quellion  to  an  iffwe 

at  once.  We  have  nothing  more  iay«  and  our 
judges  rouft  deckle  between  08. .  _ 

(|e  catinot  expre(s  his  confidep^  more  flam^ 
than  he  has  done  %  and  to  what  I  have  already  faid, 
I  will  now  addt  tliat  I  not  only  think  he  has  mifre- 
prefented  my  meanings  ^but  that,,  co^^rtog  all  the 

circumftances,  and  efpecially  his  perfifting  in  it,  as 

'  he  now  does^  it  will  not  be  eafy  ;u  produce  apy  mii- 
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fqpielbititiofi  df  a  itrim^s  meaidiig  grogndkft 

pmd  fo  perverfe  as  this,  in  any  (:ontrpvcrfial  writing. 
And  yet)  ^ugh  this  cafe  is  fp  clear,  thiit  I  oiigk^ 
6fely  appeal  to  any  perfon  Wfad  undefftarids  Englifh, 
it  is  very  po^ble  that,  ioilead  Qf  ^ay  ^tn^  of  tbg 
r^dt  wfa^h  piwifiMi)  pr  apf  othiir  luifwer*  Ke 
will  quorc  all  that  T  have  now  written,  aqd  repeat 
'  his  accuiaupn  a  third  (ime. 

1  (hall  nov;  confider  another  articlt:  on  whicli  the 
Reviewer  lays  great  ftreis^apd  which  is  the  £rft 
^pvt  of  hU  anfwh*  to  my  Reply.  It  is  what  he 
calls  his  ftrcfig  rea/on  for  lomc  material,  but  un- 
knomn  ^iiffrrence  between  the  Ebtoitites  and  tfap 
Nazanenes ;  and  itfeenis  that  webotli  df  w  htvte  the 
feme  authority  for  our  very  dififercnt  opinions  on 
ihk  iiit^eft.       It  is  ibtnewhat  finguhr/'  he  fays, 

p.  t2i6,  **  that  the  paOagc  to  which  the  Docftor  has 
fent  us,  bj^  a  marginal  reference  (for  he  has  not 

f  *  quotid  one  Word  ffom  it)  (hould  torn  oot  to  hp 
the  very  paffage  that  we  intended  to  produce,  if 

f«  we  fliotdd  be  oalicd  upon  for  fbat  j^nug  rtBfii$ 
by  wMdi  we  were  inclined  to  think  that  the 
members  of  both  fcdls  differed  cpnlidcrably  ii^ 
articles  of  laith,  notwithftandiog  there  was  liicii 
a  point  of  agreement  between  them  in  the  out- 
ward  Ibrices  of  religton  as  ipi^t  in  die  c(|d 

^  lead  Id  a  nearer  intercourfe.'*  &c. 

I  Audi  nerw  prodofre  the  paflage,  beginning  4 
liltle  earlier  than  the  Reviewer  has  dope^  and  the(| 

§ivc  my  tranOation  of  it,  whjcb  any  per&n  wBo  uq- 

derftand^ 
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dertUnds  Laiin  may  compare  with  his.  Si  hoc 
^*  Tcniin     ;  in  Ckerinti  &  Hcbionis  hmCm  dl- 

labimur,  qu'i  credences  in  Chrifto,  propter  hoc 
folum  a  patribus  anaihematizati  func»  quod  legis 

^  cserimonias  Cbrifti  Erangelio  mfcueniAt,  &  fic 
nova  confcfli  func,  ut  Vetera  nonamittcrenc.  Quid 

^  dicam  de  HtbbmQs,  qui  Chriftianos^tile  fe  fimu* 

"  lant?  Ufque  hodie  per  totas  orientis  fynagogas 
inter  Judcos  h^refts eft, quae dicitur mineorumt  &c 
a  Pharifseis  niiric  ufque  damnatur,  quds  vulg^ 
Nazareos  nuncupant,  qui  cr-rdunt  in  CluUluin, 
filium  Dei^  oatum  de  virgine  Maria,  &C  turn  dir 
cunf  die,  qui  fub  Pontio  Pilato  paflus  eft,  &  ro- 
furrexit,  in  quern  &  nos  credimus :  fed  dum  vo- 
luht  &  Judasi  eiOt,  &  Cbriftianv  occ  Judaei  6m 

*^  Dec  CJiriftiani."    Tfiis  1  tranflate  as  follows. 

■ 

•     U  this  be  true,  we  fall  into  the  hcrefy  of  Che* 
^  f  itwi^  ftod  Ebion,  who,  believing  in  Chrift,  weie 
anatheniadzed  by  the  fathers  on  this  account  onfy^ 
^  chat  thef  mtied  the  ceremoiues  of  the  law  with 
H  the  gofpcl  of  Chrift,  and  held  to  the  new  [di(i 
^  penfation]  in  fucb  a  xnanner,  aa  not  to  lofe  the  old. 
H  What  Ml  I  %  concemtng  the  Ebionites,  who 
pretend  that  (hey  are  chriftians  ?  It  is  to  this  very 
^  dsy^  in  all  the  fynagogties  of  the  Ball,  a  hertfyr 
among  the  Jjews,  called  that  of  the  Minci,  now 
^*  condemned  by  the  Pharifecs,  and  commonly 
f«  called  Nazaienes  %  who  belktre  wChrift,  the  fon 
«•  of  God,  born  of  the  virgin  Mary,  and  fay  that  i( 
^  was  he  who  fM^ned  under  Pomhis  Pilate,  and 
ff  rofe  again  j  ift  whom  al(b  we  believe.   But  while 
'      •  "  jrofc 
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<^  they  vifh  to  be  both  Jnrs  and  chrlftians»  Acy 

•*  are  neither  Jews  nor  cbriftians.!! 

•\  ■ 

•  '  This/the  T^^vjeww  Bull,  is  tbc 
§leareft  iefiitnony  for  a  d^^rmctiitwen  tbi  EU^tet 
■and  Nazarcnff^  ^(fiimoniunk  4ipertij[imum.  It  is  in- 
5i€ed  4ipir$i0mm^  a  ceftimony  euMlafly  cp4M  to 

rcfucatiuu.  .      .  ♦     :        •  ■ 

Can  any  inftance  be  brought,  of  .a  writer  clofing 
Ms  account  of  a  thing  with  (a.ymg)  fFbat  Jhall  I  fay 
ioncerning  it  After  luch  an  exprcffion  as  liiUt* 
we  haturail]^  expeA ,  that  he  Ihould  procce4  jtO 
Ibmeihing  concerning  it,  which  this  author  mo(t 
evidently  does;  obfcrving,  that  the  tame  people 
"Who  were  called  Eiienius  (by  the  Gentiles)  wiqq; 
called  Mim  and  Nazarcnesy  by  the  Jews.  Had 
))e  meant  co(^fcribe  any  othpr  clsft  of  people^  he 
would  aaturally  have  begun  his  next  fcntencc  with 
^Jl  €t,  or  EJl.alia  ktrefts^  and  not  fimply  ber^fu  efi^ 
A8  to  his  .fpeaking  of  herefy*  in  (he'fecond  kx^ 
lencc,  and  not  herein  Sy  as  in  ihefiiil,  i:  is  a  moft 
^rifling  i^naccuracy  lo  lani^u^ge,,  tb^e  eaikil  oi^  aU 
others  to  fall  into>  and  of  no  cpnfequeoce  to  the 

•  meaning  at  al^.  JBcfidc^  ^etom's  acxount  of  tficic 
two  dcnuaii(iatipn$  of  ipen  is  e^afUy  the  (acne.; 
the  Ebionitcs  being  l^clirjin  tn  Chrifi^  h\xi  mi>:ing 

•  The  Reviewer  irir\i\  \rt%':^id  dicam     HehisniUti  by  B-^t 
I  /rruU I  f^tak  •f  tift  tthn:tii.'^ — "For,  kc.  Let  the  reaftcr 

^ngc  i?c:\vtcp  uj;  obfervirt^,  :h4i  ihcre  i?  rothirg  in  :hcjcj4- 
j'.»r-i'  tu  tt>rrcipctid  ci;hcr  to  or  iiii  J§r^  aa4  UujUQie 

u«  «i4.  luctxiing  of  |«iir  li  sivi*«/»  tad  mi 
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fhe  Ir.iv  arid  the  [^^cfpd  \  and  the  Nazarene$,  wijhing 
Jo  PC  both  jfiufs  and  cbrtJtiMSf  .whiak<»  ceruinly 
cooies  Co  the  vtty^jteie.  cbingb  : 

Thi^  Reviewer  laj^s  ^feac  flrefs  on  our  author's 
laying  thacthe  lBiAimx$%  prMmd^d  co.bc  chriftians; 
but  iu  ihe  part  whi^h  is  omi^t^d  l^y  him,  Jcrooi 
cills  cbem  crsdm^l  ^  Ckri^^,  iiiiemri  iMdri/i'^mA 

if  they  believed  in  Chritt  at  all,  they-could  not  be- 
lieve much  leis  iban  he  hivnicif igpr^fcm^  cheNaa^ 
rehwio  have  done*.'  h\p  may  ftychattbqr.only  pre- 
tended to  be  chriftians,  but  were  not,  bccaufc 
they  had  beea  exccvmmunicated/^  But  what  bad 
^they  fawn  eoccommutiicated  for?  not  fer  any  prtf^ 
fftr  ioipcrfci^lion  of  their  iaith  in  Cbrifi,  in  which 
•cbey  were  inferior  to  che  NazasKoe*, :  bye  Mfy 
(felum )  becaufe  they* mixed  die  ccieinuiiies  of  tAfc 
iaw  /mth  the  goipel  of  Chrift  |  which,  in  othek- 
word^,  he^aflerci;  o€  the  Nazareiies.alib,  when  Ufe 
fays  thtyuiJlcdtobebothJewsandCbrifiians.  And 
chough  he  does  not  fay  chat  the  Nazarenes  were 
metonuHUtAcoiedf  he  fays  they  were  m  cbrifiianrp 

which  is  an  cxpreflion  of  the  fame  import.  * 

* 

■  ,  •        .  a 

\ 

Thi?  psflage,  the  ftrer^  reafan,  the  tejlimonium 
aferttjfiinum  of  my  opponent,  1  might  have  urge^ 
as  decifive'in  favour  of  (he  identity  of  the  Ebto* 
nites  and  Nazarejies;,  but  I  only  faid,  ''I  alfp 
tbink  it  may  be  clearly  inferred  from  it,  that 
the  Ebionites  and  Nazarenes  were  the  fame 
people."    Reply,  p.  4.   As  to  the  terih  Mind, 
i(  Qoly  means  Secants  in  the  Hebrew  lang^mge^/I 

Had 
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Had  there  been  any  formgn  rcafou  why  wc  (hould 
fuppofe  due  Jcfom  meant  ca  diftuigtiifli  bccwcdi 
the  Ebionites  and  the  Nazarenes,  wc  might  have 
htliuted  about  the  ioterprecatioo  of  his  meaoing, 
«aff  u  it  is;  bue  eertaintf  there  can  be  no  caofe 

of  hcfitacion,  when  it  is  confidered  thac  in  thii 
agrees  not  with  EptpbanHia  oaly>  but  with 
dMT  whole  ftraiii  of  aiittquity,  ai  it  allowed  bf 
Le  Clerc,  aod  ail  the  ablell:  critics ;  and  to  inter- 
piet  hta  meahtng  as  Dr.  Bull  and  the  Rerieiverdo^ 
is  to  fet  hioi  at  variance  with  all  other  wriccrs« 

The  Reviewer. iaji»  ia  his  AOt^  p^aifi, 
^  were  the  Cerintbians  omitted?*'   Jeiom  phm 
^  them  with  the  Ebionites  in  ihe  preceding  fen- 

fence:  and  if  the  Naxarcnes  and  tba  EbiaMOs 

•*  were  the  fame  people,  it  may  with  equal  clear- 
^  nela  of  evidence  be  inferred  chat  they  were  she 
ftmcpeopkwkhctttCcriathmsUk^^ 

I  anfwer,  they  were  the  fame  people,  as  far  as 
JeroiQ  then  confidered  them,  beoiuie  they  Wiue 
equally  jealous  for  the  law  of  Mofes. 

1  cannot  help  thinking  that  by  this  time  the  Re- 
viewer is  not  dUpofed  to  lay  quite  much  ftrefs  on 
this  Jirong  rtafin  as  he  did  at  firft ;  for  before  he  has 
done  writing  about  it»  he  contents  iumfelf  with  call* 
tng  k  a  €9fi§i9wt9  only.  But  the  GOnje£hii€  is  as 
iuijprobables  as  the  r^on  was  wealu 

Since  1  wrote  the  above>  I  find  tbtt  Sutoer»  m  hii 
V[hijmm^  mSm  tM  article  Bim^  makes  die  fimie 

ulit 
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•Ufe  of  tliis  paflage  of  Jcrom  that  I  have  done^ 
and  CQiU)der$  che  Nazarenes  as  a  braDcli  of  the 
Ebkmittsi  ami  tliat  ihe  Reviewer  bath  beea 
milled  in  his  confbu^tion  of  this  pailage  by  Dr. 
Built  of  whom  fae^  as  weU  as  Dr.  HorOey,  eoiSer** 
tains  a  very  high  opinion.  On  the  contrary^  I  think 
no  writer  has  been  more  effectually  aafwered  thaa 
&skas  beeik 

What  the  Reviewer  iays  of  the  quotation  from 
Atbaaafiu$»  and  vhich  he  calls^  p.  2329  fimibing 

very  ferious  indeed^  I  have  fully  confidered  in  my 
Lexers  to  Dr.  Horjley  \  and  as  to  his  quotatioQ 
from  BamaboSt  he  will  find  that^  article  well  ex* 
plained  by  Mr.  Lindfey  in  the  Stqud  to  bis  Apology^ 
p.  429.  This  is  a  work  from  which  this  writer 
might  kam  a  grese  dapL 

As  to  every  thing  elfe  in  this  anfwer  of  the  Rc» 
viewer,  I  can  truly  fay  that,  afcer  perufing  it  with 
care^  I  fee  no  reaibn  to  wilh  chat  I  had  faid  aay 
tUog  Qtherwife  than  I  have  done  in  my  former  Re- 
ply to  him,  except  that  I  underftood  him  too  lite- 
rally in  what  I  obfcrved  in  my  filth  iedioo.  As  to 
all  the  reft«  1  think  it  would  be  trifling  with,  my 
own  tkn^  aod  thai  of  my  lesdcrsi  to  make  aay  rr^ 
asarks  opon  k; 

To  Ikcw  that  I  do  not  &y  diis  merely  to  gn 

rid  of  the  buHnefs,  I  dedarr,  chat  if'  any  perfon, 
giving  his  nami^  ihall  requcit  my  aiteo(ion  ta 
any  particular  part  of      and  procure  me  a  placw 

in 
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in  the  Mcuibly  Review,  I  wHl  fpeak'  to  it  a&  follf 
and  as  explicitly  as  I  can  i  and  1  do  not  think 
that  I  fhouid  require  much  room  to  give  a  very 
fatisiaciory  anfwcr  to  anv  article  in  it.  I  only  wi(h 
for  a  public  and  impaiuai  hearing.  In  the  name  of 
truth,  I  only  fay,  ^  v»  *. 

In  the  mean  time,  as  this  writer  has  already  pro- 
duced his  greatefi  obje^ion  againft  me,  p.  521,  his 
fimetbing  very  fetious  indeed,  p.  232,  and  h\^J}rong 
rtafon,  p.  21 6,1  hope  he  will  not  ftop  here,  but  pro- 
ceed to  his ftronger  and  his  ftrongeji  reafon,  or  anjr 
other  new  mode  of  aUrniing  the  public,  and  of  pre* 
judicing  their  minds  againil  my  work,  though  it 
iliould  rt  quiie  two  or  three  more  additional /beeft 
pf  letur  pcjs  for  the  Reviews  which  ftiall  contain 
diem.  It  will  anfwer  my  wiflics^  in  drawing 
more  attention  to  ih^  lubjccl,  and  [;rocuic  ir,c  \ 
btccer  bearing  in  the  end  s  and  ibac  is  all  thac  I 
wifli  for  in  this  argument. 

As  this  writer  affeds  to  be  retrained  from  fay- 
ing all  that  he  could  do  by  his  rcfpeft  for  me^ 

*  For  this,  among  other  purpofes,  f  I:  a  publication  at  the 
fhtological  Repoftto'y  would  be  of  ejicclient  ufc.  It  was  with 
great  rcludtancc  that  I  gave  up  that  favourite  ichcme,  but  at  thi|C 
time  the  demand  was  not  lofficient  to  indemnifjr  the  publiiher. 
]n  Cuch  a  periodical  pubiicatioa  ai  this,  queftions  might  be  pn>- 
poied  and  anfwercd,w  ithotn  putting  ihepropoTer,  or  the  anfwerer» 
loanyejtpencc ;  and  all  ferious  enquirers  after  truth  would  have 
'  ati  opportunity  of  having  any  important  fubjedl  fairly  dircui2ed» 
without  any  perfon  improperly  malLing  himfelf  both  judge  and 
fariy. 

IwiOi 
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I  wifh  he  would  lay  aficle  all  ceremony  of  thij 
kkfkdd  and  in  order  co  invice  him  to  perfctt  free- 
dom, I  will  add  that  the  idea  I  RrBi  formed  of 
his  kar7img  and  abtiity^  13  much  leilcned  fioce  the 
perufal  of  his  iaft  article,  and  of  his  reply  to  mj 
learned  and  judicious  friend  j  and  what  is  of  more 
confequence,  I  perceive  a  (Uil  greater  deficiency 
in  that  candcur^  and  freedom  frem  frejudki^  with* 
ouc  which  learning  and  abiliy  only  ler  veto  nuilcad 
a  ma^ij  and  enable  him  to  aiiilead  others* 

I  do  not  complain  of  the  condu<ft  of  the  Re- 
view, or  the  writers  in  it»  for  their  lace  change  of  imn* 
ner,  and  their  leaning  to  the  fide  of  orthodoxy.  All 
men  are  at  liberty  to  change  their  opinions  and  tlieir^ 
conduft,  as  they  fee  reafon.  They  have  thought  pro- 
per, however,  to  make  an  apology  for  their  conduct 
Urith  reipeti:!  to  myfclf,  pretending  that  they  only  adfc 
on  the  deftiifive  \  when  the  firft  part  of  the  review 
of  my  work  was  written  in  the  fpirit  and  manner  of 
the  moll  profeffcd  polemic,  wiiliout  the  appearance 
of  a  fair  review.  If  it  could  be  called  a  review,  no< 
thing  in  any  term  could  be  moie  evidently  calcu- 
ktcd  to  difcredit  any  wori^. 

I  will  add,  that  Mr.  Bcwly,  a  confiderable  writer 
in  the  Monthly  Review,  lately  dead,  was  exceed* 
ingly  offended  at  the  firft  article  of  the  review  of  my 
work.  Such  conduft,  .he  laid,  was  highly  impro- 
per  in  a  Review,  and  independent  of  any  regard  to 
mc,  or  to  the  fubjtiS;  (in  which  he  did  iiot  at  all  m- 
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imftliimMf )  he  fs^,  tint  from  the  firft  0^  of  if^ 

he  wa&xktermined  to  reinonftrate  with  the  Editor  od 
aocoOBt  of  k.  What  woirid  lie  have  (aid  to  the 
Review  for  September,  in  which,  even  with  ^»  addi" 
ii^ad  Jxtt  qJ  Utt^-prifs^  tbe  anfwer  to  my  fmall 
ptmphlet  tAm  up  more  than  one  third  of  the 

whole  \  and  efpecially  if  he  had  feen  it  puffed  oflf 
ia  aa  nJfimtifmm^  diawo  up  for  tbe  purpiofet  is 
which  no  other  article  is  fpedfied  befides  tfns  mt* 
fwer  ^  and  in  which  it  is  iaid,    the  Reviewer  main- 
tains  his  former  chatges  agsunft  the  dolor's  work# 
and  fupportsthem  with  additional  arguments,  and 
moic  copious  autbcmties." 
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HAVING  received  letters  from  two  of  mf 
learned  friends  relating  to  the  fubjeft  o( 
this  work,  when  it  was  nearly  printed  off,  I  take 
the  liberty  to  give  extracts  from  them  in  this 
place;  being  fatisfied  that  my  readers  will  be 
pkafcd  to  fee  them,  and  hoping  that  the  writers 
will  not  be  much  offended  at  my  making  this 
ufe  of  them,  without  their  confent,  for  which 
it  is  too  late  to  apply  to  them.  Indeed,  the  for- , 
mer  letter  was  intended  for  my  ufeK  but  the  lat« 
tcr,  which  is  from  the  author  of  the  Re r narks  in 
my  vindication^  was  certainly  not  meant  for  the 
public  eye,  and  was  written  immediately  after 
the  firft  reading  of  the  review  of  his  piece.  But 
on  this  account  it  may  be  more  depended 
upon^  as  expreOing  his  real  feelings. 

Dear  Sifj  November  5^  17  8 

I  have  jufl:  been  reading  Dr.  Horfley's  charge 
againft  you,  to  which  I  doubt  not  you  will  make 

a  proper  reply.  As  he  items  to  triumph  in 
your  having,  as  he  iuppofes^  miAaken  the  fcnfcof 
ibme  Greek  quotations ;  and  as  parallel  pafiages 
arc  not  always  at  hand,  though  common  enougli  if 
we  could  wait  for  them  till  they  occur  1 1  take  the 
liberty  of  fending  youonethatt  have  lincemet  withr 
in  Demoilhenes,  and  another  from  1  hucydides. 

In  oppofition  to  your  inteipretation  of  the 
beginning  of  John's  gofpel,  he  fays,  the  natural 
force  of        is  this  ferfon.    Very  true,  if  thd 
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noun  to  fihxck  it  belongs  rcprcfent  a  periooj 
but  if  the  noun  be  only  the  name  of  a  thing, 
fhtn  tJie  naiural  force  of  cil^  will  be  tbis  things 
as  appears  from  the  following  pafl'age  from 
Demofthenes,  ift  Olynditac,  Nvti      mip^  n^tt 

^  comes  anodier  conjun^hirei  ^vfcatcoi^un&ure? 

That  which  voluntarily  offers  itfdf  to  the  rc- 
^  public  firom  the  Olyncliians/'    F&akcis.  • 

The  Dofior  is  much  difpleafed  with  your  trant 
lating  «««tA#7ifi«  imsJinifg  iut.   To  be  lure  if  it  , 
were  clear  irom  other  arguments  that  die 

and  ffo^iA  in  queftion  were  perfons^  his  trannacioa 
would  be  the  true  one.  But  that  thofe  words 
eannot  always  be  imderftood  to  mean  w  0tbir 
ferjon  will  bt  manifi^  from  the  following  paf- 
.Age  of  Thucydides^  lib  rr.  cap.  cxxvi.  p.  311. 

Mfiihi9*   Qsi  BttUa  slta  mme  priad|ptiMi  faat  adc;pi» 
foito  quod  (iKiftet)  prdumdo  foperami. 

As  to  the  other  pafiage  from  Thcophiius,  of  ; 
which  the  Dodor  takes  notice  in  hia  63d  page, 
when  you  conne  to  look  at  it  again,  you  will 
perceive  diat  jtm  did  not  exa&ly  hit  on  the 
meaning  of  the  laft  line ;  and  I  think  the  Doctor 
was  a  little  warped  by  his  fyitem,  when  he  t  nf- 
kled<Sod  lAr  word,  ibe  wifdom,  Man.  i  think 
k  pretty  plain  from  the  preceding  words,  t»  ^it 
«i  T«  ^«>«i  »ipwt  <»?>t  that  the  words  in  qocf- 
ckm  fho«ld  be  traaflated  "  that  there  might  be 
**  God,  his  word)  Us  wifdom,  (and)  man.*'  But 
this  I  fubmit  to  your  better  judgment. 
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£xiraa  frvm  tbi  fectmd  Letter, 

/     Nov.  5,  1783* 

What  fort  of  faces  arc  we  to  cariy^ 
fincc  this  neighbour  of  ours  has  "  put  us  to  fliamc  V* 
You  might  have  got  through  the  bufincfs  :  but 
what  am  /,  a  puny  pedagogue,  Ifte  Grasculus'* 
who  cannot  conjugate  a  Greek  verb,  nor  tell 
whether  it  be  pcrfed  or  dcfedivc,  what  am  /  to 
do  ?  It  is  a  bad  btifinefs  fure  enough  \  but  it 
is  not  dcfperate  j  and  notwithftanding  the  vio- 
leucc  of  the  attack^  I  do  not  feel  evea  a  fmgLc 
wound*** 

^  I  rather  wondered  that  neither  youj  nor  Mr* 
■  dcfired  me  to  give  my  authorities  for 

what  I  advanced  in  my  remarks.  I  had  them 
ready  i  but  1  choie  to  keep  them  back.  The 
adverfary  has  fallen  fairly  into  the  ambufcade  1 
and  there  he  lies,  opcn^  as  far  as  I  gan  judge  at 
prefentj  to  ufe  his  own  language,  to  a  good 
fAany  ^  after-claps.**  I  have  had  the  Review 
but  a  few  hourSj  and  buflnefs  has  taken  up  fome 
of  thofe  few,  ib  that  I  have  not  been  able  to 
pay  much  attention  to  it.  However  I  have  read 
it,  and  I  have  not  perceived  in  it  any  thing  that 
is  formidable/* 

**  I  think  it  a  favourable  circumftance  for  my 
grammatieal  reputation,  wl^ch  this  tremendous 
champion  has  taken  fo  much  pains  to  celebrate, 
that  my  original  copy  (in  which  the  unfortunate 
Ti  t4iat  obfcures  and  ^<  baftacdizes''  my  Greek 
is  not  to  be  found)  is  ftill  in  being ;  otherwife,  I 
fvppoic,  i  fliould  hardly  have  been  believed  upon 
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my  word,  that  I  could  have  made  out  the  firft 

future  niiddic  optative  of  <rui}t^%iJLxi»  even  with 
the  help  of  a  grammar.  What  a  wretched  mind, 
and  what  a  tottering  caiife  miilT:  that  man  have, 
who  can  defccnd  to  fuch  ielf-degrading  and  ridi- 
culous trivialities.  However,  I  have  already  fcen 
that  he  is  not  guarded  againft  a  retort  of  fimiiar 
civilities.^ 


♦  This  excellent  critic  will,  I  hope,  be  prevailed 
upon  to  give  the  public^^at  his  leifure>  a  new 
edition  of  his  valuable  Remarks,  with  fuch  ad- 
ditions and  oblervations  relating  to  the  fubjed, 
as  may  occur  to  him.  They  will  be  eftecmed 
by  all  good  judges  when  the  reply  to  them  fliall 
be  forgotten. 

I  Ih.iU  take  this  opportunity  of  laying,  that 
the  writer  of  thefe  remarks  is  one  of  the  few  on 

* 

whofe  friendfhip  and  approbation  I  place  the 

highcil  value,  and  which  I  feel  as  a  ftrong  in- 
centive to  my  labours.  The  good  opinion  ot 
thefe  few  I  am  under  no  apprchenfion  of  ever 
ioiing ;  and,  though  I  hope  IjQiould  ad  the  part 
which  confcience  diftates  without  that  auxiliary  * 
motive,  it  is  a  great  coniolation  to  me,  and 
much  more  than  counterbalances  the  cenfures  of 
all  my  opponents.  That  fricndfliip  with  the 
'wife  and  the  virtuous,  which  I  have  the  happi- 
nefs  to  poflfefs  in  this  world,  will,  I  truftt  be  re- 
fumed,  and  conftitute  a  principal  part  of  the 
felicity  of  anoUier, 
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A.ND    FK1NT£0  FOR 

a 

J.  J  O  HNSON,  Bookfellcr,  No.  72,  St.  PauPa  Church- 

Yard,  London* 

I.  npHE  HifTORr  tvA  FkBsBtiT  Statb  of  BLBCTRtctrr, 
^    with  origioal  Experimeiics*  illuftrtted  with  Copper* 

pU?C5,  4th  Edition,  corredcd  and  coUrgcd,  410,  il.  u.  Anoiher 
Ldu;gn,  2  vols.  8vo.  I2S.  bound. 

3.  A  Familiar  iNTttoDvcTiON  to  the  Study  of  Elbctiii* 

CITY,  4th  Kuilion,   OVQ.  2s.  6d. 

y  The  History  and  Priibnt  Statb  of  DtacovBBiBt 

rdatlng  to  Vision,  Light,  and  Colours,  2  vols.  410.  itluftrated 
wiih  a  grc.»:  Number  oi  Copper-piatcs,  li.  iis.  6u.  la  boards, 
or  iL  i8s.  bouDd. 

4.  A  Familiar  TwTRODVCTiofi  to  the  Theory  and  Pra6lice  of 

?CRSPECTivE,  w i ill  Copper- pi aies,  ad  Edition,  5s.  in  boardi, 
or  6s.  bottttd* 

5.  Rxpcriments  and  Obfcrvations  on  different  Kindf  of  Air, 
witii  Copper-plaics,  3  voU.  iSs,  in  boards,  or  il.  i«.  buuad. 

6.  Experiments  and  Obfcrvations  relating  to  varions  Branchea 
of  Natural  Philosophy,  with  a  Continuation  of  the  Expcrj- 
XDem&  gn  Air,  2  vols*  Svo.  1 2$.  in  Boards,  or  bound. 
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7.  pHiLOfOFHiCA!  Ev!?!RfCT'*'  :  C«Btuiing Remarks  OB t 

dmt^  of  PidfisriCoi  refpcaing  Dr.  U  iaicilyerfed  wttib 

ObTcrvjttioBs  rdttisg  to  difiereat  Ktadi  of  Aik,  is.  6d« 

S.  l)uc€t\oni  for  impregnating  Water  with  Fixed  Aim,  Hi 
prdex  to  communicate  to  it  the  peculiar  Spirit  and  \  inaes  of 
Pykmokt  ViATBtL,  wad  oChtr  Mineral  Waucs  of  a  ^XBiiac 
NatttrCf  It. 

N.  B.  Titf       preieSng  P^fiAif  mn  imchdtd  im  K0,  5.  - 

g»  A  New  Chart  cT  Hrsrr.Rv,  containing  a  View  of  th: 
principal  Revolutions  of  Empire  that  have  ui;en  Place  10  the 
WoiM;  with  a  Book  defcribing  it,  conutning  tn  Epitome  of 
Univerfal  UUbiyt  4tli  £dition>  tat.  6d. 

10.  A  Chart  of  Biochaphy,  with  a  Book  containing  an 
Exphnation  of  it,  ar- 1  a  Catalogue  of  all  the  N am es  inTejCed  ii 
itp  6th  EdicioD^  very  much  unprovcdi,  ios«  6d. 

N  B.  T/:f/t^  Charts  mount rd  on  CoHvafi  and  Reihrs,  to  he  ham 
la^  a  6tu^,  is'c.  are  14/.  each* 

II*  TheRvDiMBNTsof  ENGtiSMGRAififAt»«dapcedlocto 
UTe  of  Schools,  is.  fid.  boasd* 

IS.  The  above  Gramwar,  with  Notes  and  Ohfcrvations, 
for  the  Ufc  of  thofe  who  have  maJe  iome  Fro£cienf7  in  ihc 
LsBgvage.  The  4th  Editioa^  j^.  bouA4. 

13.  Oisi&VATioirsrehtiiigtoBpvCATioir :  iBoretipecttnj 

is  It  refpeas  the  Mi&d.  To  which  is  added,  An  EiTijr  on  s 

CoLirlV  of]  I  be -J  I  Educp'ion  for  Civil  ind  Adivc  Life,  with  I'.iUi 
of  Lectures  or,  i.  The  Study  Hillary  and  General  Policy, 
i.  The  Hiib:  /  of  Erg)«id.  3.  The  Coalkitstioii  And  ijaws  of 

&Qgliftd*  41.  in  Botrdi.  or  bcoiid. 

I 

14.  AC^omsi  ofLicTtritis  on  OaATOiT«iidC»iricisMi 
'4l0«  lti»  6d.  In  bo^rdsi  or  14s.  bound, 

15.  4« 
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•  15.  An  EasAT  on  the  Firft  PrtecTfilfi    Go«r»tiii#BNT,  sad 

on  the  Nature  of  Poluical,  Civil,  and  Reli^i  >us  LIBERTY,  2d 
£dition,  much  enlarged,  4s.  in  boards,  or  5s.  bound.  In  this  edition 
mmititToimti  th§  Remarks  oh  Church  Anihoficy,  in  Anlwor  to 

16.  An  ExAiiiKATtON of  Keih^s  laquiry  isto the  Hamtft 
Hi  indy  on  thcPrlndplesof  Commoa  Senfe*  Dr.  Biattib's  EITiy 
on  the  Nature  and  Imflititabntty  of  Troth,  «id  Dr.-  OvmkvmH 

Appeal  to  Common  Scnic  iu  Behaif  gi  Reli^iuu,  2d  Edit.  ^a.  ta 
boards^  or  6$.  bound. 

*  * 

17.  Hartley*s  Thbor-y  of  the  Humjin  Mi:.d,  on  th» 
Principle  of  ihe  Afibciatiun  of  Ideas,  withEiLijrs  rciaun^  to  the 
Subjed  of  it,  Svo.  5ft.  in  boardij,  or  bound* 

]8«*  Dfi^ltlTiOKs  relating  to  Matter  and  Spii^it.  T» 
which  if  added  iJie  Hiftonr  of  PhtMqphkil  l>oftffiMM^ 
titling  the  Origin ^de  Soal^uidtbtNiUWaflllaKari  wilb 

its  Influence  on  Chriftianity,  efpecially  with  refped  to  the  Doc^ 
trine  of  the  Prc-exiftcncc  of  Chrift.  Alfo  the  Doftrine  of 
Pliiiofophical  Necciluy  iUuftratcd,  ihe  2d  Edition  enlarged  and 
improved,  with  Remarks  on  thofe  who  have  controverted  iho 
Priaclples  of  them^  z  vols*  8s.  6d.  in  boards*  or  los.  bound*. 

19.  A  Fkbb  DisctrstioN  of  the  DocTaiifES  of  Matb^ 

rialism  anu  Philosophical  Necbssity,  in  «  Corrcfpond- 
cncc  between  Dr.  Price  and  Dr.  Priestley.  To  which  are 
added  by  Dr.  Pri£STL£Y»  an  Introditction,  explaining  the 
Natnreof  the  Controverfy»  and  Letters  to  feveral  Writers  who 
have  aatiBtdvcrted  oa  Idi  Oifqoifittoas  rtlatiag  to  littler  aad 
Spirit*  or  his  TfeBtif«oaN«oeAir»  8vo.  6t.  fcwed,  ov  7s*  boaadi 

20.  A  Defence  of  the  Doarine  of  NBCBisiTy»  la  two  Lettm 

to  the  Rev.  Mr.  JoiiN  Palmer,  as. 

21.  A  Letter  to  Jacob  Bryant,  Efq;  in  Defence  of  Philo- 

fophical  Ncceflity,  1$. 

N.  B.  The  twQ  preading  Articlis  may  be  froperiji  bomd  wi/^ 

tht fitmdV^mm  4  Dif^aiiittoiis  on  Matter  tad  Spirit. 

%  SB.  Tho 


<  tt«-Tbc  P«&fWe  Oi  DiVINB  iKVLUfiVCE  OB  the  HUUAM 

tUm^  con&dered*  it* 


.      hvrtt%9  to  ft  Philofoikhicd  Uftbdlfever.  Part  i.  Cc 
taining  an  Exummition  of  die  prfndpAl  Ob^eAions  to  the  Doc* 

trinesof  Natural  Religion^  and  elpccully  thoic  conuiiitd  m  ihe 

mm  * 

Writingfof  Mr.  HvMfi,  3s.  fewed, 

24.  Additional  Letters  to  a  PhUofophkai  Lribclicver, 
^Aoiyver  to. Mr.  \Viti«iAM  HAJiMON*  u.6d. 

25.  A  Harmony  of  the  Evangelists  in  Greek  :  To  whicH 
9re  prefixed  Critical  Dissertations  laEagliib,  4(0.  14s. 
im  botrdi,  or  178,  boond.  « 

26.  A  HARifONY  of  the  Evangelists  In  Kn^Hj^  \  wiili 
Nftes.  ofbd'  «0  OQcafioMl  Fanphrafe  ibr  ibe  life  ol  t^e  Ua« 
kmod  I  ID  ff hkb  i»  prdbaed,  Crttiqil  Diflenatuniiy  and  a  Lel^ 
ler  to  tho  Bilbo^  of  OffiMT*'  4tO'  iM.  in  boafdt,  or  15$.  bound.-* 

iS'.  B.  TZ-  yv-  'zuij  «rr ot  tb:  Glcc!:  1  Lirmonv",  may  have  thlt 

IQV  £ngliih  <wisimt  ti^  Cniicai  Diiler lations.   1' nee  8d.  in  boal-dr. 

f  N.  B.  The  GrtektnA  Englijb  HaimotiyNVith  tfie  Critical  Dif. 
lertatioQS r0;Kr//r/r,  il.  t£.  in  boards,  or  il.  4s.  bound. 

27.  Institutes  of  Natlral  arul  IIlv£ai.i;l>  Religion, 
?n  two  volumes,  Bvo.  2d  Ediiion,  price  105.  6d.  m  boards,  or 
l2s.  bound. 

'  N.  fi.  7bt  third  Pari  $f  ibis  Wtrk^  mtaiMhf  thi  DoGttinti  of 
Revelation^       hi  hmd  aUw,  prie$  2i»  6d,fewid^ 

.  i8.  iAd  History  of  the  Corru^tiohs  of  CNRitTiAiriTr» 
wxk  a  icneial  concloiioii,  in  two  Parti.  Part  1 .  Coocalmng  coo. 
fiderationt  addreiled  to  Unbelieverf,  and  efpecially  to  Mr.  G i 
ioN.  Parr  2.  Containing  confideraiions  aCiiirciibd  to  the  Advo- 
cates for  the  prefent  Edablifhment,  and  efpecially  to  Biibop 
HuRn,  z  vols,  8vo,  price  izs.  in  boards^  or  141.  boand.* 

'29.  A  Rfpi.y  to  the  Animadversions  on  the  History  of 
llie  CoRRVFTioMs  oi  CHRISTIAN JT r«  in  thc  Monthly  Review 

for 
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for  June,  178^  ;  with  Oolcfvaiions  relating  to  the  Do^irinc 
of  the  Frimuive  Church,  concerning  the  Perion  of  Cu&ifiT* 
9vo,  price  is. 

30.  A  View  of  the  Principles  and  Conduct  of  thcPRo- 
TEsTANT  Di^ssNTER.-,  nith  RcJpc^  to  ilic  Civii  and  ticck- 
iuUical  (jooiUiuuon  of  En^^and,  2d  £diuon»  is.  6d« 

51.  A  PllBt  AdDRCSS  to  PROTESTAHT  DiSSEKTEftS,  OO 

the  Subjc«ft  of  the  Lord's  Supper^  3d  Edicion,  vvuh  A^ditions^ 

32.  An  Address  to  Protestant  Diss£NTBitSy  oa  the 
Sttk^c^  of  giving  the  Lord's  Snpper  to  Childicii,  it. 

55.  A  Free  Audrhss  to  Pr  >  ]  hstant  Di ^senters,  on 
the  Subje^  of  Chu  rch  Disc  i  p  l  1  n  e  ;  with  a  preliminary  Dif- 
con rfe  concerning  the  Spirit  of  ChriAiinity,  and  the  Corruptiont 
of  It  by  falfe  Notions  of  Religion »  2S«  6d. 

34.  Lbtters  to  the  Aathor  of  Rmarh    fewrai  Uu  Pmb^^ 

cat  tarn  relultv^  toihi  Dtjftntfri^  iu  a  LctUr  to  Dr,  Vriejhej^  is. 

35*  A  LbttbU  to  a  Latmav,  on  Mr.  Lindfey's  Propofil 
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I A  M  truly  concerned^  that  the  difcuf^ 
fion  which  I  have  entered  into^  of  the 

luitoiical  evidence  of  the  dodrine  of  the 
primitive  ages  concerning  the  perfon  of 
ChriA,  has  not  taken  the  amicable  turn  that 
I  propofed>  and  of  which  I  gave  a  fpecimea 
in  my  former  fcries  of  Letters  ta  Dr. 
Horjley.  Thofc  were  Aridly  argumenta* 
tlvc^  and  likewifc  uniformly  refj)e<5lful.  But 
as  bis  Letters,  in  anfwer  to  me,  are  written 
ia  a  ftyle  that  is  far  from  correfponding  to 
mine,  as  the  reader  muA  perceive  in  every 
page,  to  reply  to  him  in  the  fame  refpedlful 
n^anner  in  which  I  firft  wrote,  would  have 
b^en  unnatural  and  abfurd.  In  the  preient 
publication,  therefore,  I  have  taken  the  li- 

■ 

beny  to  tefax.  bim  with  more  fxeedom. 

»  .'At 


S  THE  PREFACE. 

As  he  has  declared  that  he  will  make  no 
farther  reply  to  nie»  I  imagine  that  this 

publication  Will  cioic  the  prefcnt  contro- 
verfy ;  and  I  hope  it  will  not  have  been 
without  its  uie^  in  promoting  the  cauie  of 
truth,  though  I  am  pcifuiidcJ  it  would  have 
anfwered  this  end  ftill  more  efie^ually,  if 
my  propofal  of  a  perfediy  amicable  difcuf- 
fion,  and  dUb  that  of  bringing  it  to  its  proper 
termination,  had  been  accepted^ 

I  am  now  proceeding  with  my  larger 
Hiftory  of  the  Jlate  of  opinions  concerning. 
CAriJl  in  the  primitive  times.  But  to  execute 
this  work  as  I  wifh  to  doit,  and  eonfiftently 
with  my  other  engagements  and  purfuits^ 
will  requ  re  a  confiderable  time,  hardly  lefs 
than  two  or  three  years.    Nor  will  my 
readers  wonder  at  this,  when  I  inform  thcmr 
that  I  am  determined  to  examine  for  myfelf 
every  thing  that  has  been  written  by  any 
chriftian  writer  for  the  firfl:  five  or  fix  cen-- 
turies  after  ChriAj  with  the  iingle  view  of 
colleding  from  them  whatever  I  can  iind 
to  throw  light  on  this  particular  fubjed. 
After  this  examination,  in  which  I  have 

already 
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already;  made  coniaderable  progrefs,  I  flnll- 
carefully  attend  to  whatever  the  moft  re- 
fpe&able  modem  writers  have  advanced  on 
this  Aibje^  i  and  I  fhall  then  ^cmpoie  the 
work  with  all  the  circuaiipedion  that  I  am 
capable  of  ;  introducing  into  it  any  thing 
that  I  fhall  think  proper  from  my  difiennt 
publications  in  this  controveri^  (which  I 
confider  as  only  anfwering  a  temporary  pur« 
pofe)  and  then  abandon  it.to  the  cenfares 
of  my  critics  i  and  I  hope  there  will  not  be 
wanting  abler  men  than  Dr.  Horflcy,  to 
difcover^  and  correA^  whatever  imperfctidons 
may,  after  all,  be  found  in  it. 

■ 

I  will  not  raihly  commit  Myfelf  with 
refpe&  to  the  iflue  of  an  enquiry  of  this 
extent^  and  that  is  not  yet  completed  ^  but 
I  can  afiure  my  readers,  that  I  fee  this  moft 
abundant  caufe  to  be  fatished  with  every 
thing  of  confequcnce  that  I  have  advanced 
io  this  controverfy ;  and  that  I  am  able  to 
produce  mncli  additional  evidence  for  every 
article  of  it^  as  well  as  a  variety  of  other 
autter  relating  to  the  fubjeA^  which  will 

a  %  throw 


iy  THE  PREFACE. 

throw  light  on  the  opinions,  and  yarn  of 
thinking,  in  early  times. 

t  Among  other  particulars,  I  (hall  examine 
^  thoroughly  as  I  can»  thofe  platonic  no-*  - 

'  tiona  concerning  God,  and  the  general 
fjflem  of  things,  which  prepared  the  way 
for  the  dodrine  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift, 

,  and  of  the  trinity  ^  fhcwing  how  they  were 
underflood,  and  how  far  they  were  adopted^ 
}}y  the  chriftian  writers.  In  the  mean 
time,  having  long  given  a  good  deal  of  at-> 
tention  to  the  fubjed,  I  will  venture  to  &y, 
that  from  what  Dr.  HorHey  has  dropped 
concerning  Platonifm,  as  well  as  from  the 
admiration  he  has  exprefied  of  it,  he  under- 
ftands  very  little  of  the  matter.. 

•  ♦ 

As  I  now  confider  this  controverfy  as 
clofed,  it  is  probable  that  till  my  larger, 

work  be  printed,  the  public  will  hear  nO 
more  from  me  on  this  fubje(%.  But  if  any 
thmg  more  plauiible  than  has  yet  .-bee^ 
urged  fliould  appear,  I  Hull  have  an  oppor-^ 
tunity  of  upticing  it  in  the  %keokgifal  Rt^ 
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pojitory^  which  I  hope  foon  to  open  again  * 
and  if  any  perfon  will  give  his  name,  and 
propofe  any  difikuhy  whatever  relating  to 
the  pr6fcnt  difcuffion,  fo  that  I  (hall  fee  rea- 
ibn  to  think  that  it  proceeds  from  a  love  of 
truth,  and  a  deiuc  of  information,  I  here 
promife  that  I  will  fpeak  fully  to  it,  and  I 
Ihall  be  as  explicit  as  I  poiiibly  can.  But 
to  be  more  fo  than  I  have  hitherto  been,  is 
impoffible.  Such  as  I  have  been,  the  public 
ihall  always  hnd  me.  I  have  no  refer ve  or 
conceahnent  with  refpcd:  to  tnyioif,  and  I 
lhall  always  endeavour  to  prefcrvc  as  much 
candour  as  poffible  with  regard  to  others'! 
fiut  if  I  have  been  addicted  to  the  artifices  and  * 
dsceits  that  Dr,  Horfley  fo  vehemently  ac- 
cafes  ihe  of,  and  if  1  have  aAually  prad:tfed 
them  to  the  age  of  fifty,  I  ihall  hardly  Jay 
them  afidc  now.  Let  the  public,  there-  • 
fore,  be  upon  their  guard  agalnil  me,  and 
watch  me  as  narrowly"  as  he  lays,  p. 
39,  18  neceffary.  Great  changes  in  characler 
and  bahit  feldom  take  place  at  my  age. 

In  this  larger  work,  on  which  I  am  now 
empioyed,  I  find  myfelf^  in  a  great  meafure 

ft  3  upon 
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QpOD  new  ground.  At  leaft,  I  feemfofi  to 
think  that  it  has  never  been  fufficiently  cx^ 

auiined  by  any  perfon  who  has  had  the 
iame  general  views  of  things  that  I  have« 
Dr.  Lardner,  who  was  as  much  conver- 
fant  with  the  early  chriftian  writers  as  per- 
haps any  man  whatever^  and  whofe  fenti* 
ments  on  the  iubje(^  of  this  controverfy 
were  the  fame  with  mine,  yet  had  another 
objed  in  reading  them.  When  I  applied 
to  him  for  iome  afliflance,  it  was  too  near  < 
the  clofe  of  his  lifei  and  the  few  hints 
vilh  which  he  did  furniih  me,  related 
wholly  to  the  dodrine  of  atonement,  on 
which  he  had  before  publiiheda  imall  tiaft 
of  mine, 

Preipcovius  wrote  Qpoo  this  fubjed,  but 
wh^  h;  has  advanced  is  very  ibort»  and  very 

imperfedt,  What  Zuicker  did*  I  can  oijly 
iearn  from  Biibop  BulU  who  had  not  feea 
all  his  works  ^  but  X  ^ufped  that  he  was 
not  mailer  of  all  the  evidence  that  may  be 
procured  from  a  careful  reading  of  ancient 
writers^  and  a  comparifon  of  the  feverai  cir- 
cumftances  to  be  colledcd  fropi  tliem  i  ^^i^ 
I  it 
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it  certaiaiy  recjuires  no  imall  degree  of 
patieace^  as  well  as  judgment  and  iagacity, 
to  trace  the  real  ftate  of  the  unitariaa 
chridiaiis  in  early  times  from  the  writings 
of  their  enemies  only.  For  all  their  own 
writings  are  either  grofily  interpolated,  Ojr 
have  perilhed,  except  the  CUmentines^yNhxch 
is  a  work  of  great  curiofity,  and  has  not 
yet  been  fafficiently  confidered.  But  a 
candid  reader  will  make  allowance  for  this 
great  diiadvantage,  which,  as  the  hiftorian 
of  the  unitarians,  I  muft  labour  under» 
Who  is  there  that  will  pretend  to  colled 
from  the  Roman  hiftorians  otXy^  a  complete 
account  of  the  atfairs  of  tlie  Carthaginians, 
the  maxims  of  their  conduct,  and  the  mo- 
tives of  their  public  tranfaftions,  efpecially 
in  relation  to  thoie  things  with  reipei^  to 
which  we  kaow  tliat  they  mutually  accuicd 
each  other  i 

The  Clementines  (of  which  the  Rec^^gm^ 
tmns  is  little  more  than  another  edition)  was 
probably  written  about  the  time  of  Juilia 
Martyr.  It  is  properly  a  theological  romance^ 

md  a  fine  compofition  of  its  kind.  The. 

a  4  author 


Digitized  by  Google 


riii  THE    PREFACE.  ■ 

author  was  perhaps  too  proud  of  his  abili-- 

ties  as  a  writer  ;  but  his  work  is  certainly 
fuperior  to  aiiy  thing  that  is  now  extant  of 
that  age»  the  writings  of  Juftin  Martyr  by 
no  means  excepted.    It  abounds  with  cu- 
rious clrcamftances  relating  to  the  cultonis 
and^ opinions  of  the  times;  and  on  that 
account  it  is  ftrongly  recommended  by 
Cotelerius,   the  editor.     He  fays,  that 
though  it  abounds  with  trifles  and  errors, 
which  had  their  fource  in  a  half  chriftian 
philofophy,  and  herefy,  efpecially  that 
of  the  Ebionites,  it  may  be  read  with 
advantage,  both  on  account  of  the  cle- 
gance  of  the  ftile,  and  the  various  learn- 
ing  that  it  contains,  and  likewiie  for  the 
better  underftanding  the  doftrine  of  the 
firft  heretics*," 

It  is  remarkable,  not  only  that  the  author 
of  this  work,  writing  in  the  names  of  Peter 

^  Et  vcro  <}uae  damus  Qenuntina,  licet  nugis^  licet 
erroribus  fcatent,  a  femichnfttana  philofophia,  et  faaeieC, 
prDicipue  Ebionitica,  profedif,  non  fine  fru^u  tamen 

legentur,  turn  propter  elcgantiam  fermonis,  lum  raul- 
t'lpiicis  do(5lriii£C  cauia,  turn  dcoiquc  ad  melius  (Ogao(^ 
cenda  pdmanim  Uscrefioa  dogmata*  Prtjogiu 

«fid 
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and  Clement,  makes  them  unitarians,  but, 
that  in  a  great  variety  of  theological  di(^ 
cuiiions  upon  nice  fubjecls  (in  whichever/ 
thing  relating  to  the  dodlriric  of  the  Gnof» 
tics,  as  it  then  ilood,  is  minutely  treated) 
there  is  no  appearance  of  his  having  fo 
much  as  heard  of  the  dodrine  of  the  per^^ 
Unification  of  the  logos ^  or  of  tbe  divinify  or 
pre-exiflence  of  Chrijl^  in  any  other  form  than 
that  of  the  Gnoftics,  except  in  ibme  parti* 
cttlar  expreffions,  which  Cotelerius  fuppofes 
to  be  the  interpolations  of  fomc  Arian.  It  is 
probable,  therefore,  that  though  fome  of 
the  works  of  Juftin  Martyr  might  perhaps 
have  been  extant  when  this  writer  was 
employed  about  his,  they  were  but  little 
km  *vn,  or  his  opinions  might  have  beea 
adopted  by  few  perfons  only. 

Now  this  writer,  whofe  knowledge  of 
the  ftatc  of  opinions  in  his  time  cannot  be 
queftioncd,  would  hardly  have  reprefented 
Feter  and  Clement  as  unitarians,  he  had 
not  thought  them  to  be  fuch.  Nay,  it 
may  be  inferred  from  the  view  that  he  has 
given  of  their  principlesi  that«  fuppoling 

the 
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the  dodrine  of  the  trinity  to  have  cxifled 

in  his  time^  yet  that  Peter,  Clement,  and 
confcquently  the  great  body  of  chriftians 
in  the  apoftolic^age^  were  gtfurally  thought 
to  have  been  unitarians,  as  he  muil  have 
imagined  that  this  circumftance  would  con^ 
t^ibut^  to  the  credibility  of  his  narrative* 
A  writer  who  pcrfonates  another,  will  be 
as  careful  as  he  can  to  afcribe  to  him  no 
opinions  but  fuch  as  are  commonly  fup« 
pofcd  to  be  his  ;  for  without  this  the  im- 
pofition»  if  any  fuch  was  intended,  could 
not  anfwer  his  purpole.  But  I  much  quef- 
lion  whether  any  feiious  impofition  was 
really  intended  by  this  writer*  The  farther 
cotilideration  of  this  fubjed»  however,  \ 
refer vc  for  my  larger  work. 

«  • 

.  To  return  from  this  digreffion,  I  A)all 
obferve,  that,  as  to  the  learned  chriftians 
of  the  lad  age  (excepting  the  Athanafians) 
they  were  almoil  all  Arians,  fuch  as  Drt 
Whitby,  Dr.  Clarke,  Mr.  Whifton,  Mr. 
Jackfon,  Mr.  Pierce,  &c.  In  their  time, 
it  was  a  great  thing  to  prove  that  the  doc- 
trine of  the  perfe<2  equality  of  the  Son  to 
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the  Father,  in  all  divine  perfcflions,  wus  i^ot 

the  dodtine  of  the  earljr  ages.  Thofe  wri- 
ters could  not,  indeed,  help  perceiving 
traces  of  the  dodlrinc  of  the  Jimple  humanity 
pf  Cbriji  y  but  taking  it  for  granted  that 
this  WIS  an  opinion  concerning  him  as 
much  toa  low^  as  that  of  the  Athanafians 
was  too  bigb^  and  there  being  no  diftinguiihed 
advocates  for  the  proper  unitarian  do&rine 
in  their  time,  they  did  not  give  fufficient 
attention  to  the  circumftances  relating  to 
it.  Thefe  circumilances  it  will  be  my 
buiinefs  to  colled,  and  to  compare  i  and^ 
fituated  as  I  am,  it  may  be  depended  upon, 
that  I  lhall  do  it  with  all  the  circum* 
fpedion  of  which  I  am  capable. 

Notwithftanding  the  fuUnefs  of  my  own 
perfuaiion,  X  am  far  from  being  fanguine 
in  my  expcdtations  with  refpect  to  others, 
even  from  the  ftrongeft  evidence  that  I  can 
produce,  of  the  primitive  chriftians  having 
been  univerfally,  or  very  generally,  unita* 
rians.  Though  there  do  not  appear  to  be 
(o  many  learned  Arians  at  preient  as  there 
were  thirty  or  forty  years  ago,  yet  I  am 

well 
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well  aware  that  die  imprefiion  made  hf 
xheir  writings  is  fuch^  as  that  tinxTe  perlons 

who  have  nuvv  tlie  moil  repatatiui;  for  theo- 
logical literature  (having,  in  fad^  been 
their  difciples)  are  very  geaerally  ot  their 
opiiiion,  as  I  myielf  formerly  was ;  aad 
therefore  that  there  is  at  prefent,  as  oilght 
well  be  expe&ed,  a  general  piepoiTeiiioA 
^gaiiiti  me  among  the  more  Ijiciracd  chriC- 

tians^  with  refped  to  this  arguments 

I  am  alfo  not  fo  ignorant  of  hillory,  or  oT 
)iuman  nature,  as  not  to  be  fenfible,  that 
time  is  requiiite  to  make  any  coiiiiderable 
thange  even  in  the  opinions  of  the  learned^ 
though  it  certainly  requires  more  time  to 
produce  an  equal  change  in  tbofe  of  the 
lift  learned  i  and  with  refpeil  to  moft  pcr- 
fons  who  are  advanced  in  life,  it  is  hardly 
to  be  expe&ed  from  any  force  of  argu* 
meat.  But  in  the  lafl  ten  years  a  very 
great  change  has  been  made  iu  the  opinions 
i)f  thofe  who  have  given  much  attention  to 
theological  matters^  and  the  number  of 
unitarians  is  greatly  increafed.    A  learned 

^rinitanan  is  almoft  a  phenomenon  in  this 

country^. 
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country,  and  learned  Arians  are  much  fewer 
than  they  have  been*.    And  when  the 
Jbifioricai  arguments  in  favour  of  proper  uni* 
tarianifui,  which  have  hitherto  been  very 
mtich  overlooked,  ihall  be  duly  attended  tOt 
cfpecially  that  which  arifes  from  the  con- 
lideration  of  the  great  body  of  the  common 
people  among  chriftians  having  thought 
that  CbrtH:  wa&  limply  a  man  injpircd  of  God. 
and  their  having  had  no  knowledge  of  his 
^re^exijlence^  the  conclufion  that  fuch  a 
general  perfuafion  muit  have  been  derived 
from  the  apoftles  having  taught  no  other 
dodrine,  will  not  eafily  be  avoided.  It  will 
alfo  weigh  much  with  thofe  who  arc  apt 
to  lay  great  flrefs  on  the  ufual  conilrudion 
of  fome  particular  texts f  to  conlider,  that, 
in  thofe  early  times,  the  lcripture$  were 
.conilantly  read  by  perfons  better  qualified 
to  underfland  the  language  of  them  than 

*  By  a  Uamed  TrinUarian  or  jfrimt  I  do  npt  nean  a 
man  who  has  merely  clalGcal  literature,  aoy  more  than 

maihetnaucal  or  ph  lufophical  knowledge  ;  but  one  who, 
haviog  a  competent  kaovvlcdge  oi  the  learned  languages, 
has  made  iheology  and  ecclejiapcal  hi/lory  his  principal^ 
Audy.   And  I  much'quefiion  whether  thk  has  been  the* 
4^  with  Doftor  Horfley. 

we; 
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we  at  this  tioie  can  pretend  to  be,  with- 
out iuggeiliog  any  Aicb  votiona  of  the 

divinity,  or  the  prc-exiftence  of  Chriil, 
as  are  now  fuppofed  to  be  clearly^  con- 
tained  in  them*  When  thefe,  I  lay,  and 
other  iimilar  argumenta,  fhall  have  had 
time  to  operate,  they  will,  I  am  confident, 
meet  with  lefs  obftru^ioa  continually,  and 
produce  a  Aill  greater  change  in  ten  ycar$ 
to  come. 

As  the  doOrine  of  the  pre-exiftence  of 
Chrift  came  in  with  philoiophical  and  fpe- 
culattYe  people,  and  required  many  centa^ 
rtefi,  and  thofe  years  of  grofs  darkoeis,  be« 
fore  it  laid  firm  hold  on  the  minds  of  the 
common  people^  it  will  certainly  remain  i 
a  long  time  with  themi  and  a  diipofi* 
tion  10  accommodate  to  thcfe  will  likewiie 
t)perate  to  quicken  the  seal  of  many  tacberi 
of  chriftianity  in  its  defence*  This  wiilf 
no  doubt,  protrad  the  sera  of  refonnatioD, 
towards  which  the  enlightened  friends  of 
UuiiUaaity  look  forwards  with  confidence 
and  joy,  to  a  moic  dilltnt  period* 

in 
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In  the  mean  .time,  it  is  a  great  fatisfac- 
tion  to  TcAt&f  that,  whatever  difficulties 
may  lie  in  the  way  of  truth,  no  proper  ef<* 
fort  to  remove  them  can  be  without  its 
ciFed.  So  regular  are  the  laws  of  natur^^ 
refpeding  even  the  human  mind,  and  the 
influences  to  which  it  is  exposed,  that  no 
endeavours  to  inilrud  or  reform  the  vrorld 
can  be  wholly  loCti  LikQ  feed  thrown  into 
the  ground,  they  may  /eem  to  be  loft,  but 
in  due  time,  if  the  foil  be  good,  and  other 
circumftances  favourable  (and  for  thefc 
things,  we,  who  fcatter  our  feed  promifcu- 
ouily,  muft  take  oar  chance)  the  faarveft 
will,  in  its  proper  feafon,  be  abundant^ 
This  confideration  ihould  encourage  all  the 
kbourers  in  the  great  field  of  mankind  to 
flow  in  bopip  and  to  /ow  m  hope ;  that^  if 
not  we,  at  leaft  our  pofterity,  may  become 
partaken  of  our  hope,    i  Cor.  ix.  io« 

I  can  already  perceive  that  fcveral  per- 
sons of  more  ingenuous  difpofitions  among 
my  Arian  friends  are  much  ftruck  with 
fome  of  the  circumftanccs  which  I  have 
brought  to  light,  and  others  hate  had 

their  obje^ons  completely  removed^  ib^ 

thatv 

Digitized  by  Google 


xvi        tre  prefAce. 
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that  I  am  not  without  hope  that  a  much 
,  greater  number  will  think  as  I  now  do, 

when  my  larger  loork  fhall  be  publiilied  j 
efpecially  if  a  fuiiicient  degree  of  atten* 
tioQ  be  excited  to  the  fubjed:.  In  this 
view  I  am  truly  thankiul  for  what  has 
already  been  done  by  Dr«  Horfley,  and 
tlie  Monthly  Reviewers,  and  on  this  ac« 
count  I  iincerely  willi  that  their  credit 
and  influence  were  more  coniiderable  and 
cxtenlivc  than  they  are.  This  oppoiition, 
and  the  efFevSt  of  it  abroad,  will  coiUribuie 

# 

to  make  the  controvcrfy  better  known  ; 

and  though  the  truth  may  be  borne  down 
for  a  time,  it  will  be  the  more  firmly  cila- 
blifhed  in  confequence  of  it,  in  the  end. 
It  is  like  iinkiug  a  piece  of  cork»  which, 
with  the  greater  force  it  is  plunged  un- 
der water,  with  the  greater  force  and  ce-' 
lerity  it  will  recover  its  natural  place.  It 
is  with  great  trautiuility  and  fatisfaftion 
that  I  look  forward  towards  this  period  i 
and  I.  iliould  not  be  qualified  to  appear  be« 
fore  the  public  at  all,  if,  in  the  mfsan  time, 
I  could  not  look  upon  fuch  an  oppofition, 
as  t  have  hitherto  experienced  with  a  mix- 
ture »of  indifference  and  contempt. 
'  '  When 
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When  this  inveftigation  fhall  be  com^ 
pktely  finilhcd,  it  wilU  probably,  be  matter 
of  fur  prize  to  many,  that  it  vvas  not  fooneff 
difcovered^  that  the  unitarians  mu^  have 
htin^  and  certainly  were,  the  gr^t  body  of 
common  chriftians  till  after  the  council  oi 
Nice.  It  may  even  be  faid,  that  there  was 
very  little  merit  indeed,  in  proving  a  thing 
fo  extremely  obvious,  and  that  many  other 
perfons  had  proved  it  quite  as  well  before.  I 
ihall,  if  i  liveto  fee  it,  rejoice  in  this  change  o^ 
opinion,  let  who  wiU  have  contributed  to  it. 

In  the  mean  time,  what  is  all  the  oppofi* 

tioQ  that  a  man  can  meet  with,  from  what- 
ever perlbns,  and  in  whatever  form  it  be 
carried  on,  when  weighed  again  ft  the  fall 
convidlion  of  his  own  mind,  ariling  from  a 
fiur  and  careful  examination  ?  And  with 
lefpe^  to  the  judgment  of  the  Public,  the 
cfFed  of  any  mode  of  oppofition  is  only 
temporary.  What  did  the  unqualified 
approbation  of  all  the  defenders  of  ' 
pretended  common  fenfi^  by  the  Monthly 

Reviewers-  of  that  day,  do  for  ^  do&rine  \\ 

b  Has 
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Has  it  now  any  advocates  ?  Thofe  Rc-* 
viewers^  quote,  without  the  leaft  fufpicion 
of  any  thing  aouls^  even  Dr.  Ofwald's  re« 
futation  of  the  only  fatisfaftory  argument  for 
the  being  of  a  God,  viz.  from  the  confidera* 
tioa  of  cau/e^  and  effeR.  But  what  has  it 
availed  in  the  IfTue?    And  what  iignified 

r 

the  rancour  ^  with  which  they  treated  my 

defence  of  the  true  common  icnfe  againil 
the  fpurious  one  ?  Though  much  admired 
in  its  day,  it  has  not  been  in  their  power  to 
r^fcueit  from  oblivion. 

Though  Dr. ,  Uorfley  is  determined  to 

make,  no  reply  to  me  (and,  indeed,  unlcis 
he  was  better  informed  with  refped:  to  this 
lubjea,  it  is  more  adviiable  for  him  to 
leave  the  field  to  abler  writers)  he  is  ac- 
countable to  the  Public  for  milleading  them, 
as  he  has  done  with  refped  to  faSls  in  an- 
cient hiftory,  and  for  his  defamation  of  the 
illuftrious  dead  %  %%  well  as  for  his  want  of 
common  candour,  and  his  mifreprefentations 
to  the  living.  If  he  be  an  honeft  man,  and 

of  ah  ingenuous  mind,  hemuft,  in  fome  mode 
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»r  other,  either  refute  this  charge,  or  ac* 
knowledge  the  jaftnefs  of  it.  He  favs,  with 
refpe<^  to  me,  p.  6.  "A  writer  of  whom 
it  is  once  proved  that  he  is  ill  informed 
upon  his  fubjed:,  has  no  right  to  demand 
a  farther  hearing/*  To  which  of  us  two 
the  obicrvation   beft  applies,  let  others 
judge.   When  he  has  read  thcfc  Letters  (if 
he  ihould  think  proper  to  read  them  at  all) 
he  Will,  I  pre! u me,  be  a  little  better  in- 
formed than  he  is  at  prefent ;  and  then  I 
ihall  have  no  objedion  to  his  having  an- 
other hearing,  but  I  fhall  not  thiiik  mjrfelf 
bound  to  reply« 

As  to  the  Monthly  Reviewer,  Mr* 
Badcock,  if  he  ihould  ever  really  ftudy  the 
fubjedl  of  this  controverly  (which  it  is 
evident  enough  he  has  not  done  yet)  he 
will  find  that  he  is  miftaken  with  refpeA 
to  every  part  of  it ;  and  if  ever  he  comes  to 
refieA  upon  his  conduft  in  this  buiinefs  in 
a  moral  lights  he  will  feel  more  than  I 
ihould  wiih  him,  or  any  man  to  do,  exce|}t 
for  his  own  good. 

b  a  I  ihall 
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I  (hall  clofe  this  preface  with  reminding; 
the  reader,  that  he  (hcnild  carefully  dlf- 
tinguifh  with  refpcft  to  the  importance  of 
the  different  articles  that  are  now  the  fub« 
jedt  of  diicufiion.  To  prevent  any  material 
xniftake  of  this  kind,  I  publifhed  a  fmall 
pamphlet,  intilled, .     General  V tew  oj  the 
Arguments  for  the  Unity  oJ  God,  and  agamjl 
the  Divinity  and  Pre-exijlence  ofChriJi,  frtm 
Reajbn^  from  the  Scriptures,  and  from  Htf^ 
tory ;  that  whqn  any  advantage  lliould  be 
gained,  cither  by  myfelf,  or  my  antagonifts^ 
it  might  be  feea  at  once  what  the  amount 
of  it  really  was,  and  be  eftimated  accord- 
ingly.   To  this  fmall  piece,  and  efpecially 
the  Maxims  of  biftorical  Criticifm^  contained 
in  it,  and  in  my  former  Letters  to  Dr. 
Horjley,  I  wi(h  that  particular  attention 
may  be  given  in  the  courfe  of  this  con-> 
troverfy,  whether  carried  on  by  myfelf  or 
others. 

Large  works,  particularly  of  the  bifto- 
rical kind,  were  never  yet  known  to  be  free 
from  miftakes.    The  fubje&  of  my  H{fiory 
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the  Corrupiions  of  CbrijUanity  was  fo  com* 
plex,  and  my  attention  was  of  courfc  dU 
vided  among  fach  a  variety  of  different 
articles9  and  the  material  were  colieded  at 
the  dillance  of  fo  many  years,  that  I  really 
wonder  that  it  has  efcaped  fo  well  ^  it  ha^ 
done  i  not  one  miftake  having  been  dxlo)^ 
vered  in  it,  that  at  all  afifeds  my  gener,^^ 
deiign.  What  are  all  the  errors  pat  tOn 
gether  compared  to  that  grois  one  which 
I  have  fhewn  Mofhcim  and  Dr.  Horlley 
to  have  fallen  into ;  and  yet  the  credit  of 
Mo(heim'&  hiftory  will  not  he  materially 
affe<fled  by  it  on  the  whole  ?  It  ia  a  work 
that  I  ftiall  not  fcruple  to  quote  myfelf,  as 
I  may  have  occafipn^  making  due  allowance 
for  the  author's  peculiar  prejudices*  The 
candid  reader  will  make  the  fame  allowance 
for  mt •  Time»  however,  will  (hew  what 
the  overiights  have  been*  Thefe  will,  of 
courfe,  be  corredlcd,  and  what  remains  will 
fiaad  the  firmer  on  that  account* 

« 

Though  I  cannot  fay  to  Dr.  Horfley, 
as  he  does  to  me,  p.  9.     I  fliould  have 
more,  than  a  hogle  remark  to  n^e  on 

b  3  almoit 
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almoft  every  fentence  of  every  one  of  your 
ten  letters-,"  it  would  have  been  eafy  for 
me,  from  the  materials  that  I  have  already 
coUeded,  to  have  extended  this  publication 
to  a  much  greater  length.    But  I  do  not 
chuic,  in  thefe  temporary  pieces,  to  foreftal 
my  larger  work ;  though  I  think  it  may  be 
of  ufe  to  produce  fo  much  of  what  I  have 
colledted,  as  may  tend  to  excite  a  more  ge- 
neral attention  to  the  fubjed,  and  invite 
others  to  engage  in  the  fame  inquiry  j  that 
when  I  do  publifli  that  work,  I  may  find 
inore  readers  properly  prepared  to  judge  of 
,  it  than  there  appear  to  be  at  prefent.  For 
thut  there  are  at  preieat  thofe  who  are  not 
thus  prepared,  there  cannot  be  a  clearer 
indication/sth^n  that  the  writings  of  Mr, 
BadcoclcTli^Dr.  Horfley  in  this  contro- 
vcrfy  have  found  admirers.    Indeed,  if  I 
had  not  had  the  obje<5t  above-mentioned, 
and  alfo  thought  that  their  anlmadverfions 
gave  me  a  good  opportunity  of  producing 
^ditional  evidence  for  whaj  I  had  advanced 
in  my  Hifiory  of  the  Corruptions  of  C/ji  ijlianity^ 
I  ihould  not  have  troubled  myfelf  with  re- 
flying  to  their  objedions,  or  abule.    If  I 
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had  left  all  their  darts  fticking  in  my 
buckler,  they  would  aoi  have  retarded  my 
progreis. 

At  all  events,  I  wilh  the  moil  rigorous 

inveftigation  of  this   fubjcd:  to  proceed, 

whatever  may  be  the  confequence  with- 
i:cfped:  to  my  opinions,  or  myfelf^  as  I, 
can  fincerely .  adopt  the  prayer  of  Ajax, 
quoted  by  me  in  my  firft  controverfy  with 
Dr.  Brown. 

Horn*  lit  Lib.  xviu  v.  646. 

Giye  me  bat  day,  let  light  the  truth  difclofe  ; 
Though  m  its  beams  confound,  and  not  my  JotSm 


.  Since  the  whole  of  this  treatife  was  fent 
to  die  prefs,  I  have  leen  a  pofthumous  piece 
of  Dr.  Lardner's,  juit  publilhed,  intitled* 

Vour  Difcourjds    on  FhiL    ii.  4,  —  12. 

which  I  cannot  omit  this  opportunity  of 
mod  earneilly  recommending  to  all  my 

readers.    It  is  written  with  that  fimpUclty 

andmodefty  which  diftinguifh  all  his  writ* 

b  4  ingsj 
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ings  i  and  Xihould  (hink  it  cwnot  fgil  to 
make  a  great  impreflion  on  thofe  vvhofc 
minds  are  at  all  open  to  convidioot  4n  fiu- ' 
vour  of  the  doctrine  of  the  iimple  humanity 
of  Chrift.  This  he  generally  calls  the 
NassareM^  .  and  fometiotes  the  XJnifaruai 
do&rine,  as  oppokd  both  to  the  Trinlta-* 
tian  and  the  Arian  fchemes,  which  he  par^ 
ticularljr  coniiders*  <^  This/'  he  fays,  {»• 
^o,  ieems  to  be  the  plaioeii:,  and  moft 
fimple  fchcme  of  all ;  and  it  is  generally 
<^  allowed  to  have  beeii  the  belief  of  the 
«  Nazarean  chriiUans,  or  the  Jewiih  be* 
*•  licvers.** 

For  ih^  coQveAxence  of  the  reader^  I  have 
fubjoined  to  this  preface,  a  fBort  ftate  of 
the  different  opinions  held  by  Dr.  Horfley 
and  myfelf  on  the  fubje(ft  of  this  contro-* 
.  verfy ;  and  alfo  an  account  of  the  ti'meJn 
which  the  principal  ecclefiaftical  writers, 
and  other  perfons  whofe  names  moft  frc-  - 
quently  occur  in  ihc  Qowiic  of  it,  flou- 

rilhed.    This  will  alfo  be  ufeful  to  the 

readers  of  my  ILJlory  of  the  Corrufftions  of 
CbrifiianUy. 

•      •  •  '  Having, 
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Haviog»  in  the  courib  of  this  contrdvcrfy, 
had  occaiion  very  .carefully  to  revile  that 
part  of  the  Hiftary  which  relates  to  the 
perfon  of  Chrift,  I  can  afTure  the  reader, 
that  I  fee  no  reafon  to  make  any  more  than 
the  following  corf e£i ions  and  alter atlons ; 
which,  coniidering  the  difficulty,  and  ex* 
tent  of  the  undertaking,  wiH,  I  think,  be 
deemed  to  be  very  iaconfiderable,  and,  upon 

the  whole,  by  no  mean$  unfavoyirable  to  my 
principal  objec^t. 

N.B.  (h)  figatfiet^Smt  tlm  httnm^fihe  poge. 

P.  7. 1.  8.  [h]  after  Nazarents^  read  and  it  may  be  infgrred 
fnm  OrigiUt  Eptpbaniui^  and  Eufthius^  that  tbi^  ^c* 

P.  9,  1.  7.  read  on  account  of  the  errors  It  contained,  and 
$ht/i  trrort  C9tdd  be  m  other  than  the  unitarian  d»^ine. 

P.  19.  I.  2.  after  corrupted^  add  and  as  thcfc  uy.it ar'i am 
ere  called  idioiei  (common  and  igaonmt  people)  hy  Ter- 
tuUiailf  it  is  more  natural  to  look  for  ancient  opinions  among 
them  than  among  the  learned^  who  are  more  apt  to  innovate* 
With  fuch  manifefi  unfairnefs  does  Eufebttis^  or  a  more  an- 
cient wrUer<i  wbofe  fentiments  be  adopts^  treat  the  unitarians^ 

lb.  1.  6,  for  fuccejfor^  lead  prcdeu£h\ 

P.  29. 1. 9.  &c.  {h)  dele  all  within  the  parentbefit: 

?•  3s  ^  L     (^)  dek,  is  not  piotgdJff,  Irenmus  and^ 

P.  ss. 


xxvi  THE  PREFACE. 

'  P*  55«  1-  7-  (^)  read  the  greater  part, 

P«  7<|«  1. 6.  dele.  According  u  Mpipbamm^  and  Co  tbe 
end  of  the  fentencc 

P.  99.  1. 6.  {h)  read  ibat  there  maj  be  the  mrd^ 
tmfdm^  man* 

1.  12.  Yqi OUT  Lurd^i^the Lardm 


In    V  O  L.  n. 

P.  II.  1.  10.  read.  In  this  age  the  table  on  which  si  was 

celebrated  was  called  the  myjlical  table ^  and  Theopbilus^  U 

vihomjerm  (iftbeepifilebegemune)  writet^foft^  tbatibg 
very  utenJiU^ 

For  this  lafl:  corre£lion,  I  am  obliged  to  the  writer  of 
the  Critical  Review  j  and  1  ihall  be  thankful  to  any  of  my 
readers  for  the  notice  of  any  other  .overfigbt,  from  whkh 
a  work  of  this  extent  could  not  be  expeded  to  be  exempt* 

N.  B.  A  copy  of  tliefe  corrcdlions  will  6c  given  to  the  por^ 

chafeis  of  Uie  ihjhrj, 
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Tie  different  Opinions  of  Dn  Horsley  and  Dr* 

■» 

'jT  H  AT  my  readers  rmy  more  eafily  form'  a . 

clear  and  comprehenfive  idea  of  the  uaiun: 
.  and  extern  of  this  controverfy,  I  fhall,  in  this 
place>  briefly  ftate  the  principal  articles  on  which 

Dr,  Horfley  and  myfelf  hold  diffcitat  opinions* 

1.  Dr*  Horfley  infiftsupon  it^  that  the  faitfi 
of  the  primitive  chriftian  church  muft  have  been 
trinitarian,  becaiife  that  do(^trinc  appears  in  the 
writings  oi  Barnabas  and  Ignatius.  I  fay  that» 
admitting  thefc  works  to  be  genuine  in  the  main, 
they  bear  evident  marks  of  interpolation  with 
refpeft  to  this  very  fubjedt^  and  therefore  the 
eonclulion  is  not  juft. 

2.  Dn  Horfley  fays,  that  thofe  who  are  called 
*  Ebtoniiesy  did  not  exifl:  in  the  age  of  the  apoftles, 

and  aifo  that,  though  they -believed  the  fimple 
humanity  of  Chrift,  they  probably  held  fomc 
myfterious  exaltation  of  his  nature  afar  his  afccn- 
lion,  which  made  him  the  objeft  of  prayer  to 
them.  I  fay  the  Ebionitcs  certainly  exifted  in 
the  time  of  the  apoftles,  and  that  this  notion  of 
their  holding  fuch  an  exaltation  of  his  nature,  as 
to  make  him  the  object  of  prayer,  is  highly  im- 
probable. 


Google' 


3.  Dr.  Horflcy  fays,  that  thofc  who  arc  called 
ffuz^tMis  by  the  early  chriftiaa  writers,  believed 
the  diraiity  of  Chrift,  that  they  did  not  exift  till 
after  the  time  of  Adrian,  and  had  iheir  name 
from  the  place  where  they  fettled  in  the  Northr 
of  Galilee,  after  they  were  then  driven  from  Jc- 
nifalem.  I  maintain  that  thefe  Nazarenes  no 
more  believed  the  divinity  of  Chrift  than  the 
Ebionites,  and  that,  together  with  them,  they 
were  fuppoicd,  by  the  chriilian  Fathers^  to  have 
exifted  in  the  dme  of  the  apoftles. 

4.  Dr.Horflev  maintains  that  there  was  a  church 
of  orthodox  Jewiih  chriftians  at  Jerufaleois  after 
the  time  of  Adrian ;  fbr  that  the  body  of  Jcwifli 
chriftians,  who  had  before  obiervcd  the  law  of 
Mofes,  abandoned  their  ceremonies  after  the  de- 
ftruflion  of  the  place,  in  order  to  obtain  the- 
privileges  of  the  iliiian  colony,  fettled  there  by 
Adrian.  Origen  who  afferts  that  the  Jewifh 
chriftians  had  not  abandoned  the  laws  and  cuf- 
tqms  of  their  anccftors.  Dr.  Horflcy  fays  muft 
have  known  the  contrary,  and  therefore  affcrted 

1  falftiood.  I  fay  that  Adrian  expelled  all 
the  Jews,  whether  chriltians  or  not,  from  Jerufa- 
]em«  that  the  chriiiian  church  afterwards  fettled 
at  Jcrufalem  confifted  wholly  of  Gentile  con-- 
verts,  and  that  the  teftimony  of  Origen,  agree- 
ing with  this,  is  highly  worthy  of  credit, 

5.  Dr.  Hbrfley  maintains,  that  though  he- 
finds  no  unitarians  in  the  apoftolic  age,  a  cen-  . 

1  fure 
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Ibft  W8i  tnccnded  for  them  by  the  tpoftlc  John  in 

the  phrafc  Cbrtjl  came  in  the  flefb.  I  affert  that, 
the  unitarians  did  exift  in  gicat  nucnbera  in  jthe 
time  of  John»  buc  that  he  did  not  cenfore  them 
at  all ;  and  that  the  phrafc  Qbrifi  came  m  the  fiefi^ 
relates  ta  the  Gnaftics  oai/  

6.  Dr.  Hoi  ficy  alTemj  that  the  unitarians,  from 
the  time  that  they  made  their  appearance,  were 
confidered  as  bireUcs  by  the  orthodox  chriftiansy 
and  not  adunitcd  to  cominiinlon  with  them,  and 
particularly  that  they  were  included  by  Juftia 
Martyr  among  thoTe  heretics  whom  he  charges 
with  hlajphemy.  I  affert  that  in  Juflin's  time,  and 
much  laiery  the  unitarians  were  .not  deemed  he* 
mica  at  alU  that  Juftin  did  not  even^aUude  co 

unitarians  in  cither  of  his  two  accounts  oi  heretics 
ingeneraly  and  that  the  blafpbmy  1^  ipeaks  of  re<« 
I'pefted  the  Gnoftics  only. 

7.  Though  TertuUian  fays  the  idiots,  wh<^ 
were  the  greater  part  of  chriftians  were  unita-» 
rians,  and  (hocked  at  the  doftrine  of  the  trinity. 
Dr.  Horfley  alicrts  that  he  only  meant  to  include 
a  imaU  number  of  tbem  i(i  that  clafs,  and  thofb 
fo  ignorant  and  ftupid  as  to  deferve  to  be  called 
ideals^  I  maintain  that  by  tdwt^e  he  only  meant 
unUamtd  ferfons^  or  perjons  in  privaie  Ufe ;  and  I 
alfo  maintain  that  even  in  Origen's  time,  and  long 
after,  a  great  pare  of  thefe  chridians  were  unita* 
rians,  and  in  communion  with  the  catholic 
church i  that  the  term  bm^  was  long  ufed  as 
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(ynonymous  to  Gnojlicifnty  and  that  the  original 
ulc  of  the  term  frequently  occurs  evca  thcf 

unitarians  were  dceoicd  to  be  herctica. . 

8.  Dr.  Horflcy  maintains  that  by  the  Jews  wha 
held  the  Ample  hqmanity  of  Chrift,  Athanafius 

iiicant  the  unbelieving  Jews  only,  and  that  the 
Gentiles  who  were  by  them  converted  to  that 
belief,  were  unbelieving  Gentiles.  I  fay  the 
Jews  were  chriftian  JewS)  aiid  their  converts 
chriftian  Gentiles, 

■ 

9.  Dr.  Horfley  maintains  that  the  Jews  in 
our  Saviour's  time,  believed  in  the  doftrine 
of  the  trinity,  that  they  expelled  the  fecond 
perfon  in  the  trinity  as  their  Mcfliah,  and  that 
they  changed  theif  opinion  concerning  him 
when  the  chriftians  applied  it  to  Chrift.   I  fay 

that  the  Jews  were  always  unitarians,  that  they 
ci^^Ded  oniy  a  man  for  chtir  Meffiali^  and  that 
they  never  changed  their  opinion  on  that  fubjeA; 

10.  Dr,  IlorQey  fays  that  the  apoft^ea  conr 
fidercd  Chrift  as  being  Ged  frooi  the  time  that 
they  confidered  him  9$  the  MeiEah*  I  fay  that 
they  confidered  hkn  gs  4  m^i  mn^  when,  they 
leceived  him  as  the  Meiliah,  and  that  we  find 
no  evidenec  in  their  hiftory,  or  in  their  writings, 
thic  ihey  er«r  cbwged  th*t  opiitioo  conc^mog 

{|l  II.  Dr. 


1 1.  Dr.  Hordey  denies  that  the  orthodox  £ttbcrj 
before  die  coondl  of  Nic^  held  tbat  die  k^QS  hal 
been  an  attribute  of  the  deity,  and  then  aiTumed 
a  proper  perfonality  i  and  fays  dimt  aU  tliat  dicj 
meant  by  the  generation  ef  the  fen,  was  the  diffkj 
of  bis  powers  in  the  production  of  material  beings. 
I  affert,  that  by  tlusf«i«r«f iM^  they  ccrtaialy  meant 

a  change  cf  fiate  \t\  the  logos,  viz.  fro:"::  a  mert . 
,  MttribuUf  luch  as  reafcn  is  in  man,  to  a  frofer 
perfoUi  and  that  in  dietr  opinion  this  w»  made 

with  a  view  to  the  creation  of  ii>c  worlds 

12*  Dr.  Horfley  can  find  no  difierence  be- 

tv  ccn  this  doctrine  of  the  perlbaification  of  the  i 
logos,  and  the  peculiar  opinions  of  theAriaos.  | 
i  afiert  that  they  were  two  fdiemes  direffly  op*  i 
j>ofed  to  each  ouicr,  and  fo  clearly  deBnetij  as 
never  to  have  been  confounded  or  miftaken. 

17.  Dr.  Horfley  afTerts,  that  it  fcems  to  have 
been  the  opinion  of  all  the  Fathers,  and  is  hke* 
wife  agreeable  to  the  fcripturrs,  that  the  fccond 
pcrfon  in  the  trinity  had  his  origin  from  the  6rft 
perfon  contemplating  his  own  perfeAtons.  I 
challenge  him  to  produce  any  authority  what- 
ever, ancient  or  modem,  for  that  opinion* 

14-  Dr.  Horflef  mdntains  that,  though  the 
three  peribns  in  the  trinity  have  each  of  them  all 
the  pcrfcdions  of  deity,  the  Father  is  the  feuntaia 
of  the  divinity,  and  has  fomc  unknown  pre-emi- 
nence. 
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J>.  Horjiy  and  Df.  Pntfikh 

Bcnce.  I  affcrt  that  this  pre-eminence* is  incott^ 
fiftent  with  the  proper  iqualityy  and  that  if  they 
be  properly  equal,  they  muft  ncccflkfily  be  three 

gods  as  well  as  three  pcrioa^. 

1 5 .  Dr.  Horfley  fays,  that  prayer  for  fuccour  in 

external  prorecution,  kems  with  particular -pro* 
priety  to  be  addrelfed'  to  the  Son.  I  lay  that 
this  is  altogether  a  dillinaion  of  his  own,  and 
bas  no  countenance  in  fcrlpturc  precept  or 
example,  nor,  indeed,  in  thofe  of  the  primitive 
thurch. 

16.  Dr.  Horfley  maintains  that  the  unitarians  da 
not  even  pretend  that  the  general  tenor  of  fcrip* 
turc  is  in  their  favour,  that  they  cannot  produce 
any  text  that  plainly  contains  their  dodrine, 
but  that  they  derive  it  wholly  from  particular 
pafiages,  to  which  they  give  a  figurative  inter- 
pretation. Whereas  I  maintain  that  the  unita- 
rians have  always  appealed  to  the  general  tenor 
of  fcripture,  and  the  plain  language  of  it  j  and  ou 
the  contrary,  that  the  trinitarians  cannot  find 
their  dodrine  either  in  the  general  tenor,  or 
Inany  clear  texts  of  fcripture,  but  that  they  deduce 
it  from  particular  cxpreffions,  and  circumftances» 
which,  when  rightly  explained,  do  by  no  mean^ 
avthorize  their  oonclulions^ 

17.  Dr.  Horfley  fays,  that  the  difference  be- 
iwwn  the  umtarians  and  the  M^iometans  is  lo 

t%  finallj 


iii  difftrens  Opimns^  He. 


fmallj  and  fuch  advances  were  made  towards  the 
Mahometans  by  the  unitarians  of  the  )aft  age,  thac 
there  is  good  ground  to  think,  that  the  unita^ 
rians  wUi  foon  acknowledge  the  divine  miflioa 
of  Mahomet.  He  alfo  reprefents  chriftianity  on 
the  pnncipies  of  unitarianifm,  as  inferior*  to 
deifm,  and  when  joined  with  materialsfm,  aaf 
highly  favourable  to  atheifm*  Such  charges  as 
thefc,  I  lay,  can  proceed  from  nothing  but  igno-  . 
ranee  and  malevolence^  and  do  not  delerve  a 
ferious  refuc&rioft. 

Tliefe  are  all  the  articles  of  importance  on 
which  we  hold  different  opinionSj  every  thing 
elfe  bciAg  of  lefi  tnonMnti  and  fuboidbact  ca 
thcfc. 
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LETTER  I. 

a 

•  The    IfUroduiiiott.  • 

Rev.  Sir, 

length  you  have  condefcended  to  gratify  my 
wiflics,  and  have  favoured  me  with  a  fcrics  o£ 
letters,  in  anfwer  to  mine*  Bat  as  they  are  written 
with  a  degree  of  inlblence,  which  nothing  in  your 
fituation  or  mine  can  juitify,  and  indicate  a  temper 
^  appears  to  me  to  be  very  fiir  from  being  the 
moft  proper  for  the  difcuflion  of  hiftorical  truth  j 
I  lhall  confider  myfelf,  in  this  anfwer,  as  writing 
HOC  fo  much  to  you,  as  to  the  candid  part  of  the 
public,  to  whom  our  correfpondence  is  open  ;  and 
I  hive  no  doubt  but  that  I  (hall  be  able  to  fatisfy 
^  who  are  qualified  to  judge  between  us,  that  your 
ignorance  of  the  fubjeft  which  you  have  undertaken 
to  difcufs,  is  equal  CO  your  inlblence  \  and  thert  tore, 
that  there  is  no  great  reaibn  to  regret  that  you  have 
formed  a  refolution  lo  appear  no  more  in  this  con- 
tiovcrfy^   "  Whatever,  more,'*  you  lay,  p.  9. 

B  V  yoii 
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*^  you  may  find  to  fay  upon  the  fubjed»  in  you 

"  will  have  no  antagonift." 

J  made  the  propofal  to  difcufs  the  queftion  of  the 
ftate  bf  opinions  concerning  Chrift  in  the  early  ages, 
in  a  pertcdiy  amicable,  and  as  i  thought,  the  ntoft 
advantageous  manner,  and  my  addrcfs  to  you»  was 
uniformly  rrfj^eftfuL    It  has  not  been  my  fault  that 
this  propofal  was  not  accepted.    You  fay,  p.  i66. 
1  held  it  my  duty  to  ufe  pretty  freely  that  high 
feafoning  of  controvcrfy  which  may  intereft  the 
"  readers  attention/*    What  that  high  feafoning  iSf 
is  fufficiently  •  apparent  through  the  whole  of  your 
performance,  viz.  a  violation  ofall  decency,  and  per- 
petual imputations  of  the  groiicft,  but  of  the  moft 
impro^le  kind.    This,  from  refpedh  to  the  pub- 
lic, and  to  myfelf,  I  fliall  not  return  j  but  I  lb  all 
certainly  think  my ielf  authorized  by  it  to  treat  you 
with  a  little  lefs  ceremony  in  the  prefent  publica- 
tion, in  which  I  iliali  take  ocLarionirom  your  grols 
miUakes,  and  aiifreprckntations,  to  throw  iome£ar« 
ther  light  on  the  fubjcd:  of  this  difcufiion. 

^  he  reader  mull  have  been  particularly  ftruck 
with  the  frequent  boafting  of  your  vi&ory^  as  if 
the  controverly  had  conic  to  a  regular  termination, 
and  the  public  bad  decided  in  your  favour.  My 
viftory,**  you  lay,  p.  7.  "  is  already  fo  compleat, 

that  I.  might  well  decline  any  farther  cootelU* 
In  p.  1 60.  you  fay,  it  would  have  heightened  the 
**  pride  of  my  viftory  if  I  could  have  found  a  fair 

occafion  to  be  tlic  heraid  'of  my  ac^vcrfary's 

«  praife/* 
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praife/'  P.  lo.  you  call  me  a  /oiled  polemic^  and 

p.  8.  a  proftraU  enemy.  What  marlcs  of  proJiraHoH 
you  may  have  perceived  in  me,  I  cannot  telL  I  do 
iioc  know  that  I  have  yet  laid  myfelf  at  your  feet^ 
and  I  prefume,  this  kind  of  language  is  rather  pre- 
mature. It  will  be  time  enough  for  you  to  fay  with 
Entellusy  His  cdfjlus  artemqUe  repono^  %hen  the  vic- 
tory, of  which  you  boaft,  (hall  be  as  clear  as  his, 
and  lhall  be  declared  to  be  fo  bv  the  proper  judges. 
You  ought  alfo  to  have  remembered  the  advice  of 
Solomon,  Prov.  xxvii.  2.  Let  another  man  praife  tbeo 
and  not  itine  own  mouthy  a  Jlranger  and  u^i  i^bms 
vmn  lips. 

On  die  contrary,  I  cautioned  my  reader  (preface^ 

p.  19)  not  to  conclude  too  haftily  in  my  favour,  but 
to  w^t  till  you  had  made  your  reply.  You  have 
now  done  it,  and  I  hope  they  will  do  nic  the  junice 
to  hear  me  again  in  return,  cfpcciaily  as  this  will 
probably  be  the  laft  time  that  I  ihall  trouble  chem 
in  this  way.  ^ 

Thoi^h  this  controverfy  has  not  come  to  what 

I  think  its  proper  and  dLfiral-lc  termination,  I 
rejoice  that  it  has  proceeded  thus  tar ;  and  upoii 
die  whole  I  derive  great  fatisfaftion  frotn  the  op« 
pofinon  that  my  Uijlory  cf  the  Corruptions  of 
CJmJisanity  has  met  with  i  both  becaufe  a  more 
general  attention  has  been  excited  to  the  fubjeft ; 
and  alio  bccaufc,  having,  by  this  means,  been 
led  to  attend  to  it  more  than  1  fliould  other* 
wife  have  done,  i  have  difcovered  a  variety  of  ad- 
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dificual  €VuUm4,^  in  iuf  port  of'^h^i  I  iuv!  ad  vainest!, 


rs 

1 

before  produord,  as  gives  even  myfclf  a  greater  de- 
gree of  confi.^ciKc  in  it  than  I  coukl  ochcrwife  have 
bad.  And  when  my  icadcis  in  general  IhaU  fee, 
as  they  cannot  but  Jbr^  uith  what  extreme  eager- 
Deis  the  moft  iniigaiEcant  overfighca  have  beea 
cacdied  ac«  and  «iagni%d,  and  the  readinefs  with 
which  I  luve  acknowledged  fuch  over  fights,  not- 
uithilandiQg  the  gFofe  mlults  with  which  this  can- 
dour has  been  ueatcd,  and  alio  that  evety  objeft*oa 
has  brought  out  new  evidence  in  r^v  favour,  it 
It  but  beget  a  pfi  iiMCno,  ibac  the  moft  ihaip* 


figfated  adverfary  will  ncrbeable  to  deteft  any  mif^ 
take  of  real  cook^jueoce ;  aod  £roin  this  will  be 
deHvcd  a  degree  of  credit  to  my  work  that  nothing 

elk  CGulJ  have  given  it.  Your  ol:^eA9  you  lay, 
p.  8.  was  to  dtmolijh  tkt  credit  of  airjr  narraiivi ; 
but  I  am  much  mtftaken  if,  inftead  of  thae»  your 

weak,  though  vi?  opp^iiUuu^  L^i^  aut  gre^tij* 
contributed  to  ibengthen  it. 

You  will  perhaps  be  ftruck  with  the  change  in 
the  ftyle  of  my  addrt^  to  you,  when  you  otxferve 
me  beginning  with  RiV,  ^ir^  inftead  of  the  Dear 
Sir  of  my  former  ietfers^  an  appellation  to  whkh 
our  perlbnal  acqoaimanec  gave  a  propriety,  and 
which  you  have  rerunied  uu:  when  1  conSder 
how  ill  it  correfponds  to  the  Ipiric  of  your  ietters» 
and  the  ftrefs  you  lay  on  your  ArckidkiiffMai  iigmtj^ 
whicli  appears  not  only  in  tlk:  tide-page  ot  your 

work^  but  at  the  bead  of  many  of  your  Jettersi 

and 


i..y 


Google 


ARCHDEACON  OP  ST.  ALBANS.  J 


and  which  you  intimate,  p.  1 58.  that  I  hud  not 
lu fficiL-iuly  attended  to,  I  thouglit  the  flylc  of  Rev, 
Sir^  and  occafionally  that  ixf  Mr.  Afcbduu$m  both 
]T}'»rr  proper,  and  alfo  moie  pleating  to  yoorielf, 
aixi  thertfore  1  have  adopted  it  And  if,  by  any 
accident*  I  ihould  woeimd  yomr  ff^U^s,  p.  1 59*  you 
viU  find  the  proper  balm  in  my  rumA^  iitk. 

While  pcrfons  who  have  feme  perfoaal  acqoautt^ 
ance  treat  each  other  with  decent  ref ptd»  aiid  are 
uniform  in  doing  it,  as  1  have  been  to  yoii>  the 
ufual  ftyle  of  Diar  Sir  is  aaturat,  and  proper ;  but 
when  you  charge  me  with  numeraus  inftaiices  of 
the  grodeft  artiiice,.  and  impoiiiiua  on  tlic  Public, 
you  in  hSt  give  m  ibe  Ui%  and  thetefore ought 
youricii  to  kivc  d5op^>ed  a\\  terms  expreflive  of 
aiicction  and  regard.  I  renounce  all  particular, 
refpcft  for  fhe  mati  who  has  tieated  me  in  diiai 
manner ;  ai>d  in  the  ovxin  ot  this  fecond  part  of 
our  corrcipoudcnce,  I  iiibfcribc  myieif^  merely 
becautc  cuitom  authorizes  the  fonr^^ 

* 

Rev.  Sir, 

f 

« 

Yoor  very  bmnfale  ftrvaar, 

J.  PRIESTLEY. 


■ 
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Of  the  doSrine  of  tbefirft  ages  comemtg  the  terfoi$ 

of  Chriji. 

« 

Rev.  Sir, 

'TX)  Ihew  you  that  I  ice  nothing  very  formidable 
in  your  ftrongefl  aj  guments^  I  (hall  begin 
wich  what  you  call  "  yuur  pqfitive  proof y  p.  64. 
that  the  divinity  of  our  Lord  was  the  belief  of 
the  very  firft  chriftians."     This  proof  is 
wholly  derived  from  the  epilUe  of  Barnabas. 

Of  Barnabas  you  fay,  p.  65.  ^<  You  allow  him 

*  a  place  among  the  fathers  of  the  apoftolic  age, 

*  and  will  you  not  allow  that  he  was  a  believer 
'  in  our  Lord's  divinity  }  I  will  not  take  upon 

*  me,  Sir,  to  anfwer  this  quellion  for  youj  but 
^  I  will  take  upon  me  to  fay,  that  whoever  de-* 

*  nies  it,  muft  deny  it  to  his  own  fhame.  The 

*  proof  from  this  writer,"  you  fay,  "  p.  68.  is  fo 
<  direct  and  fuJJ,  though  it  lies  in  a  narrow  com- 

*  pafs,  that  if  this  be  kid  in  one  fcale,  aiui  your 
^  whole  mafs  of  evidence  from  incidenui  and 

*  ambiguous  allufions  in  the  other,  the  latter 

*  would  ily  up  .uiJ  kick  the  beam.'* 

I  am  furprized.  Sir,  at  the  extreme  confldence 

\yith  which  you  tread  this  very  prccai  ions  and 

uncertain 
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uncertain  ground  j  when,  to  fay  nothing  of  the 

doubts  entertained  by  many  learned  men  con- 
cerning the  genuinenefs  of  this  epiftlcj  the  moft 
that  is  pofTiblc  to  be  auiiiictcd  is,  that  it  is  ge- 
nuine in  the  main.  For  whether  you  may  have 
obferved  it  or  nor,  it  is  nioft  evidently  intfrpo^ 
iatedj^  and  the  interpolations  rclpeft  the  very  lub- 
je^  of  yrhich  we  treat.  Two  palfages  in  the 
Greek,  which  affert  the  pre-exiftence  of  Chi;ift, 
are  omiued  in  the  ancient  Latin  verfion  of  it. 
And  can  it  be  fuppofed  that  that  verfion  was 
iiuule  in  an  ao:e  in  which  fnch  an  omifTion  was 
likely  to  be  made  i  Both  the  inierpoiations  are 
in  feft.  vi.  where  we  now  read  thns :  ^iyu  ytt^  n 

»«f  Ket^*  c/jLcim^iv  nudtv,  raif  a.v^ft,iqr6v.  For  (be  fcrip* 
tare  fays  coMcerning  us^  as  be  fays  to  tin  Son,  Lei  us 
make  man  c.c  cor  ding  to  our  image^  ajid  our  likenefs. 
But  the  ancient  Latin  vedion  correfponding  to 
this  paflage  ii  Gmply  this,  Sicui  dicit  fcriftura^ 
Faciamus  hominefn^  &c.  i.e.  Jsfajstbefcri^ture^ 
Lit  us  make  maa,  tsfc* 

» 

Again,  in  the  fame  fcftion,  after  quoiing  from 
Mofes,  Increafe  and  muitipfy,  and  replenifo  the 
earthy  the  Greek  copy  has,  T«vl«t  <»p9<  T«r  vw,  Tbefe 
things  to  the  ^on ;  but  in  the  old  Latin  verfion  the 
claufe  is  wholly  onutted  ;  and  certainly  there  is 

no  want  of  it,  or  of  the  fimilar  claufe  in  the  for- 
mer paffage,  with  rcfpeft  to  the  general  objed: 
of  the  writer.   Thefe,  Sir,  appear  to  nie  pretty 

evident  marks  of  interpolation, 

■ 

B  4  The 


8  LETTERS   TO  THE 

The  p'aflage  on  which  you  lay  the  chkf  (li  efs 
is  only  in  the  Latin  vcrfion,  that  part  of  the 
Greek  copy  to  which  it  corfefponcls  being  now 
loft  J  and  all  the  other  expreflions  that  you  note 
are  fuch  as  an  Unitarian  wiU  find  no  difficulty 
in  accommodating  to  hi$  principles. 

On  thefc  accounts,  your  evidence  from  this 
cpiftle  of  Barnabas  will  by  no  means  bear  tTtc 
ftrcfs  that  you  lay  upon  it.  Can  it  be  thought 
at  all  improbable,  that  if  one  pcrfon  interpolated 
the  Greek,  another  ihould  make  as  free  with  the 
l^tin  verfion  ?  I  muft  therefore  fee  other  evi- 
,  dcnce  than  this  from  Barnabas,  before  I  can  ad* 
mit  that  the  dodlrine  of  the  divinity  or  pre* 
exiftcncc  of  Chrift  wajs  the  belief  of  the  apoftolic 
age. 

YouftiU  argue  with  the  fame  confidence  from 

the  epiftlc  of  Clemens  Romanus.       The  con- 
"  text/*  you  now  fay,  p,  29.     determines  the 
coming  of  Chrift,  of  which  he  fpeaks,  to  be  from 
a  pre-exiftent  ftate,"  and  this  you  call  fomc- 
thing  of  great  importance  in  its  defence/'  as  no 
doubt  it  would  be,  if  it  was  juft ;  but  let  us  ex- 
amine it.    The  whole  of  the  pafiage,  wuh  the 
fmall  context  on  which  you  lay  fo  much  ftrefs, 
is,  in  your  own  words,  as  follows ;     He  came 
not,  fays  Clemens,  in  the  pomp  of  pride  and 
arrogance,  although  he  had  it  in  his  power,, 
but  in  humility,  as  the  Holy  Spirit  fpake 
<c  concerning  hini.~To  determine  what  this 
humility  is,  Clemens  immediately  goes  on  to 

cite 
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cite  the  prophecies  which  defcribe  the  Mcf-« 
Sah's  low  condition*   The  humtlicyt  chere£bret 

*^  of  an  ord'mary  condition^  is  that  in  which  it 

^*  is  bid  the  Meffiah  cme.   The  poiop^  there*-  * 
fore,  of  a  high  eonditioD^  h  the  pomp  in  which- 
it  IS  laid  he  caoie  not,  although  he  .had  it  in 

^  his  power  to  come.  The  exprcffionsj  therefore^ 
clearly  innply  that  our  Lord,  ere  he  came,  had 
the  power  to  choofe  in  what  condition  he  would 

"  be  born/* 

But,  Sir*  had  you  conhdcred  the  prophecies 
which  Ckmens  quotes,  you  would  have  found 

them  to  be  not  fuch  as  defcribc  the  circum- 
ftances  of  his  tirii,  but  only  thofc  of  his  public 
hfe  and  dtatb ;  the  principal  of  them  being,  If.  liii. 
which  he  quotes  almoft  at  full  length.  How  then 
does  this  important  circumftance  help  your  argu* 
ment  ?   it  is»  on  the  other  hand,  certainly  fa^ 

vourabie  to  mine,  viz.  that  when  Chrid  was  \rt 
public  life,  he  made  no  oitentatious  difplay  of 
the  extraordinary  powers,  with  which  he  was  in- 
vefted,  and  preferred  a  low  condition  to  that 
of  a  great  prince. 

The  more  ancient  reading  that  you  quote  of 
Jerom,  I  alfo  conlider  as  evidently  favourable 
CO  my  mterprecation  of  this  pafiage.  He  read 
-rnw/*  /ur«/[*iroc,  having  all  power,  which  naturally 
alludes  to  the  great  power  of  which  he  became 
poicfied  after  the  defcent  of  the  Ipirit  of  God 
upoa  him  at  bis  baptifm. 

As 
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As  to  the  phrafc  comings  you  mud  be  little 
4/  bmci  .as  you  (fay>  in  the  language  of  the  fcrip- 
tiire8t;ir  have  given:  little:,  atiemion  to  it,  not  to 

have  perceived,  that  it  is  a  phrafcj  ufcd  to  exprefs 
ihe  mijfwn  of  any  prof  bU^  and  that  it  is  applied  ta 
John,  the  Baptift  as  .well  a|  to  Chrift,  of  which  the 
following  are  examples.  Matt.  xi.  18,  ic).Jobjz 
came  Mitlhir  catii^  nor  drinking^  &cc»  i^be  Jen  of 
m&n  cam  eajting  and  drinking^  &c.  i.  p.  not  locally  * 

from  hcavcii,  but  as  the  prophets  came  from  God, 
Chrift  fays  of  John,  Matt.  xxi.  32.  John  came  unto 
you  in  the  way  of  rtghtmifnefs,  John  iheevangelift 
alio  fays  of  him,  John  i.  7.  7he  fame  came  for  a 
witnefs^  &c.  fo  that  all  your  delcantiog  upon  this 
paflage  of  Qcinens:is  impminent* . 

* 

Admiaing  that  ;lbme  one  cifcumftance  in  the 
prophecies  he  quotes  rigoroufly  interpreted,  Ihould 
allude  to  the  birth  of  Chrift  (though  1  fee  no  reafon 
to  think  fo)  you  are  not  aothorized  to  conclude 

that  Clemens  attended  to  that  in  particular,  but  to 
the  general  fcopc  oi  the  whole,  which  is  evidently 
defcriptive  of  his  public  liie  only. .  * 

If  with  jrmir  boafted  knowledge  of  Greeks  you 
had  attended  ever  fo  little  to  the  theory  of  language 

in  general,  and  the  natural  uf  cf  iz^GrdSj  you  would 
have  feen,  that  the  term  Cod  wouki  not,  Irom  the 
-  beginning,  have  been  ufed  by  way  of  contradiF- 
tinftion  to  Cbnffy  if  the  former  could  have  been 
predicated  of  the  latter.  We  fay  the  frtnce  and  the 
king^  becaufe  the  prince  is  not  a  king.   If  lie  bad, 

we 
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jwe  fliould  have  had  recourfe  to  fome  other  dif- 
cio^on,  as  that  of  greater  and  lefs^  Jenier  and 
Junior^  father  and  fon^  tec.  Whqn  therefore  the 
apollle  Paul  Idid,  that  the  church  at  Con adi  was 
Cbrifi's^  and  that  Cbrijt  was  God's  (and  that  manner 
of  diftinguifliing  them  is  perpetual  in  the  New 
Tcftament)  it  is  evident,  that  he  could  have  no 
idea  of  Chrift  being  Cod^  in  any*  proper  ieofe  of 
the  word. 

In  like  manner,  Clemens,  in  this  pa0ag^  calling 
Cbrifi  the  fcepter  of  the  majejly  of  Godj  fufiicientljr 
proves  that,  in  his  idea,  the  fcepter  was  one  thing,, 
and  the  God  whofe  fcepter  it  was,  another. '  This, 
I  fay,  muft  have  been  the  cafe  when  this  language 
was  firft  adopted,  though  when  principles  are  once 
formed,  we  fee,  by  a  variety  of  experience,  that  any 
language  may  be  accommodated  to  them.  But*  * 
an  attention  to  this  circumflance  will,  I  doubt 
not,  contribute,  with  perfonalqf  real  difcermnenr, 
to  bring  us  back  to  the  original  ufe  of  the  words, 
and  to  the^  ideas  originally  annexed  to  them.  I  am 
perfuaded  that  even  now,  the  conftant  ufe  of  thefe 
terms  ChnJI  find  God^  as  oppofed  to  each  otiicr, 
has  a  gf eat  effect  in  preventing  i  ho fe  of  the  com- 
mon people  who  read  the  New  Tellament  more 
than  books  of  controverfy,  from  being  habitually 
and  practically  Trinitarians.  There  will,  by  thi> 
means,  be  a  much  greater  difference  between  God 
i.i\d  Lhiijl  in  their  minds^  than  thfy  find  in  their 
cre^.  ^ 

<a  With 

♦  * 
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With  fcfpedi  to  fgmtius,  I  iroufd  oblcrw,  that 
25  you  k  .ew  tlie  gctHiincotfe  of  his  cpiftlcs  had 
iy^cti  controverted^  and  by  men  of  Icarni  g  and 
Abrllty,  you  certainly  oughc  not  from  the  firft  to 
have  c  jncealed  that  circumirancc.    You  how- 
ever, p.  34.  **  i  lhall  appeal  10  them  with  the  Icfs 
**  fcruple,  fornfmuch  as  the  feme  finceritv  wbkrh 
I  afcribc  to  them,  and  which  is  quite  fufficicnt 
•*  for  my  purpolc,  is  allowed  by  the  learned  and 
**  the  candid  Dr.  Lardncr. — After  fuggefting  in  no 
**  very  confident  language,  that  even  the  finallcr 
•*  epiftlcs  nriay  have  been  tanapered  with  by  the 
Arians,  or  the  Orthodox,  or  both,  he  add«>  I  Jo 
afinn  that  that  an  in  tbem  oty  conJidercbU 
•*  altcraticns  cr  ccmtptions.    If  no  conjidirai/i  cor- 
ruptions or  alteration?,  certainly  none  refpefting 
a  point  of  fuch  importance  as  the  original  nature 

•  n**  of  Chria;* 

  • 

TWs  IS  curious  indeed.  What  then  could  Dr. 
Lardner  mean  by  thcfe  epiftlcs  having  been  iam- 
feted  with  by  ibe  Ariansy  the  Orthodoxy  or  both  T 
If  they  interpolated  them  at  all,  it  would  certainly 

•  be  to  introduce  into  them  paflages  favourable  to 
their  opinions  concerning  the  divinity  or  pre-exift- 
ence  of  Chrift.  How  would  it  be  worth  their 
wliilc,  as  Brians  $r  Orthodox^  to  interpolate  them 
for  any  other  purpofe  ?  If  a  farmer,  hearing  of 
fome  depredation  on  his  property  committed  by 
foxes,  (hould  fay,  My  corn  may  ha/e  been  plun- 
dered, but  as  the  mifchief  has  been  done  by  fcxcs^ 

and  my  pouUry  arc  fafe;  what  would  be 
a  iaid 


cc 


y  Google 


ARCHDEACON  OF  ST.  ALB  A.N  S.  ,  i  j 

{did  of  his  reafoniag  ?  Yet  of  the  (amc  nature  is 
yours  la  this  cafe. 

Thcfe  foxes  have  not  refrained  from  their  pfey 
in  more  facrcd  inciolurcs  (Iian  thofe  of  Ignacuis. 
'-^r  I(bc  Newton*  anx>ng  others,  has  clearlf 
provtd  that  the  orthodox,  as  they  are  comniunly 
calledf  luve^  in  this  way,  iamfer^d  with  the  New 
Teftament  itlelf ;  having  made  interpolatiocts  fa« 
vourablc  to  the  doftrinc  of  the  trinity,  cipcdariy 
the  famous  pifiagc  conceitiing  the  ibret  ibal  hear 
Ttcori  in  bumen^  in  the  firft  e|Mftle  of  John.  This 
I  Ihouid  imagiae,  you  yuurfelf  will  acknowledge 
and  can  you  think  they  would  fparc  the  epiftles  of 
Ignatius^  which  were  much  more  aa  thrir  power  \ 

4 

Jortin  fays,  •*  Though  the  fhorter  epiQIes  are  on 
^  m^y  accounts  preferable  to  the  larger,  yet  I  will 
not  affirm  that  they  have  undergone  no  altccatiod 
at  ali«''   Remarks  on  Eccleiiaftical  Hilloiy,  toI. 
I.  p.  361. 

For  my  own  part,  I  fcruplenot  to  fay,  that 

there  never  were  more  evident  marks  of  intcrpo- 
Utioa  in  any  writings  than  are  to  be  found  in  thdc 
genuine  epijiles^  as  they  are  called,  of  Ignatius; 

though  1  am  willing  to  allow,  on  rcccnfidcring 
tlicm,  thatj  excluiivc  or  manikll  interpolation,  th;  re 
may  be  a  ground-work  of  antiquity  in  them.  The 
famous  pailage  ia  Joftplius  concerning  Chrift  is 
net  a  m  >re  c^vident  interpolation  than  many  in  * 
thele  epiftles  of  Ignatius,  which  you  quote  with  lb 
mucli  coaildcnce. 

You 

m 
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You  yourfelf  may  believe  that  every  word  now 
found  in  thek  epiftles  was  actually  written  by  Igna- 
tius ;  but  if  they  have  been  tampered  witb^  or  have 
yanditigon^  alterations y  iiow  can  you  quott  them  with 
fo  much  confidence,  as  if  theargumtnt  mull  necef. 
iarily  have  the  (ame  weight  with  all  perfons  i  Not* 
withftanding  this,  you  lay,  p.  :?4.      I  will  there- 
fore,  ftill  appeal  to  thefe  epilties  as  lutiicieotly 
^  fincere  to  be  decifive  in  the  point  in  difpute* 
Nor  fhall  I  think  myfclf  o^Hgc J  to  go  into  the 
proof  of  their  authenticity,  till  you  have  given  a 
fadsfaAory  reply  to  every  part  of  Bifhop  Pcar- 
fon's  elaborate  defence,  a  work  vviiich  I  luipc<5t 
•«  you  have  not  yet  looked  through  J'  And  I  Sir,  lhall 
.    iave  myfelf  that  trouble,  till  you  (hall  have  replied 
to  every  part  of  Larroque's  anjwcr  to  this  work  of 
'  Pearfen ;  a  work,  which  I  fufpedt  you  have  not 
looked  into.  I  will,  however,  favour  you  with  a  fight 
of  it,  if  you  will  gratify  me  with  the  perufal  of  the 
works  of  Zuicker,  which,  by  your  account,  you 
have  carefully  read,  though,  I  have  not  yet  been 
Abk  CO  procure  them. 

lam,  &c* 
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♦ 

L  fe  T  T  E  R  III. 

Of  the  Nazarenes^  and  Ehionitcs. 

Rev.  Sir,  ^  - 

ftfl  P-  o.^:  ^PO"  the  high  ortb9^ 

io9tj  of  thofe  *wh6m  the 'chriftianTachers  call 
Nazarcnes.  "  Epiphamus'*  you  hiy,  p.  38.  "  con- 
.**  iciics  that  the  Naxarcncs  iieid  the  catholic  doc- 

trine  concernfng  thenatuie  i>f  our  Ldr-d,**  ■where- 
as, I  have  maintained,  that,  though,  according  to 
him,  and  fome  other  ancicat  writers,  there  was  Jme 
difi^rence  between  them  and  the  Ebionites,  they 
'  full  agreed  in  afifcrting  the  proper  humanity  ot'Chrift, 
The>r»^it  which  diftinguifhed  the  Ebionitcs,  you  fay^ 
p.  4r.  was  fomething  that  they  had  borrowed  not 
from  the  ^aJt^t^^Ai^i ,  the  chrilVian  Nazarenes,  but  the 
Nafareansi  a  fe£t  of  Jewsonly.  <^  I  ftill  abide  by 
•*  my  afierdon,**  you  fay,  p.  176.  "  that  the  name 

of  Nazarcms  was  never  heard  of  in  the  church  i 
<^  that  is,  among  cbriftians  themfelves,  before  the 
^*  final  deftrudlion  of  Jcrufelem  by  Adrian  ;  wlicu 

it  became  thefpecific  name  of  the  Judaizcrs,  who 
^  at  that  time  ieparated  from  the  church  at  Jerufa- 

lem,  and  fettled  in  the  North  of  GaHlee :  the  name 

was  taken  from  the  country  an  which  they  fettled." 

I  am  really  allonillKJ  diat  you  (hould  have  the  af- 
furancc  to  afitrt  all  this,  io  diredly  contrary  to  every 
thing  that  appear%on  the  face  df^ecdefiaftical  hiftory, 

and 
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and  which  muft  have  been  iiorrowed  from  your  ima* 

ginatlon  only,  as  I  fhall  eaHly  prove.  I  cannot  raife 
£piphanius  himfcUTroro  the  deadt  le  folve  the  quef* 
don  concerning  bis  opinion^  nor  do  I  wiih  to  dis- 
turb the  goud  Father's  repofc  ^  but)  though  dead, 
he  fpeaks  fufficiently  plain  for  my  purpofe  in  the 
following  pailage. 

Wherefore  the  Uefled  John  conuogt  and 

finding  men  ennployrd  about  the  humanity  of 
Chrifty  and  the  £bi#nites  being  in  an  error 
about  tbt  earthly  genealogy  of  Ckrift,  deduced 
from  Abraham,  carried  by  Luke  as  higii  as 

<^  Adam,  and  fiading  the  Catnthians  and  Me- 
rinthians  maintaining  that  he  was  a  mere  man, 
born  by  natural  generation  of  both  the  iexes» 

«  and  alio  the  Nazarenes,  and  many  other  here- 

^*  fies  j  as  coming  laft  (for  he  w  ms  the  fourth  to 
write  a  goipd)  began  as  it  were  to  cali  i>aclL 
the  wanderers,  and  drofe  who  were  employed 
aboil r  the  humanity  of  Chrift ;  and  feeing  fomc 
of  them 'going  into  rough  paths,  leaving  the 
ftpait  and  true  path,  - cries,  Whither  are  you 
going,  whither  are  you  walking,  who  aead  a 
rough  and  dangerous  path,  leading  to  a  pre« 
Cipice  ?  It  is  not  fo.  TliC  God,  the  logo?, 
which  Wits  begotten  by  the  Father  frcMH  all 

^  eternity,  is  not  from  Mary  only*  He  is  not 
from  the  time  of  Jofcph,  he  is  not  froai  the 

^  tkne  of  Salathiel  and  Zerobabel,  and  David, 
and  Abraham,  and  Jacob,  and  Noah,  and 
Adam  i  but  m  the  beginning  was  the  logos, 

«  and 
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and  the  logos  was  with  God,  and  the  logos 
^'  was  God.   The  was^  and  the  was^  and  the  was, 

"  do  not  admit  of  his  having  ever  not  been*.** 

Perhaps  you  will  lay  that  this  tellimony  of 
Epiphanius  is  forged  by  me,  as  you  charge  mc 
mih  refpcdt  to  the  fame  writer,  p.  13.  I  there- 
fore beg  chat  you  would  examine  the  paflfage 
yourfelf.  You  will  find-my  reference  to  it'  luf- 
ficiently  exad,  "  -  • 


9    *  m 


After  reading  this  paflage,  can  any  perfon  en- 
tertain a  doubt  but  that,  in  the  opinion  of  Epi- 
phanius at  leaft  (and,  weak  as  he  was  in  fome 
things,  he  ftands  uncontradifted*  in  this  by  any 

authority  whatever^  and  his  account  is  confirmed 

*  Ale  KAt  I<Mflt  r>i<  ^K^e^v  0  iiav^f^t         ixj^m  rts(  At'^^wrai 

fiTAi  4'iA0r  Av^feoToVf     Tiff  N«{tf>p«eie^,  Jie)  «/A«f  m9>}^etf 

<ipM'f<(,       KA'JoTtf  iK^«oyy  jflctflB*  >ap  If? Of  ^Vctyyi^t^fl^t, 

^tfww  CaJ'tloplw,  A9tutLfi4^%  •  Oc/jfr  Kir  vit  trir  «T9 
>«  ir/r  «eiro  T«r  y^tt^mf  Ittvnp  rv  r«JTii<  ofuATu,  ttn  tcir  «T9 

'••"ffpo;  TOF  -w^toj',  ;^  ^iof  nr  0  ^  o^:f .  7o  S'i  ri',      »t  ,  wr, 
(^Td/lix^^^A  '''^  f^"  H«r»  69.  feA.  23.  opera* 

C  by 
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by  the  moft  refpettablc  ones  in  all  antiquity)  the 
Kazarenes  were  not  only  a  fcft  of  Jcwifli  chrif- 
tians  in  the  time  of  the  apollles,  but,  together 
with  the  Ebionites,  a  very  fonnidable  fed^  and 
that  this  feft  held  the  dodrine  of  the  iimple 
humanity  of  Chrift  ?  Did  he  not,  as  appears 
by  this  paflagej  confider  the  Nazareoes  as  ftand- 
ing  in  need  of  being  taught  the  pre-cxiftence  arid 
divinity  of  Chrifl,  as  well  as  the  Ebionites,  and 
the  other  feds  that  he  here  mentions  or  alludes  to  f 

In  another  place  this  writer  compares  the  Na* 
zarenes  to  perfons  who,  feeing  a  fire  at  a  diftance, 

and  not  underftanding  the  caufc,  or  the  ufe  of  it, 
run  towards  it  and  burn  themieives »  io  thefe 
"  Jews,  he  fays,  on  hearing  the  name  of  Jefus 
"  only,  and  the  miracles  performed  by  the  apof- 
y  ties,  believe  on  haii^  and  knowing  that  he 
^<  was'  born  at  Nazareth,  and  brought  up  tn  the 

^  fioiife  of  Jofcph,  and  that  on  that  account  he 
**  was  called  a  Nazarene  (the  apoilies  ftylmg^him 

a  man  of  Nazarttb,  approved  by  mrMcla  W 
**  mighty  deeds)  impofed  that  name  upon  thcm- 

fclves        How,  Sir,  does  this  agree  with  this 

7«  UiAyy^^  lw\iv  N«{«pee#or  a«Xfi^a/,  t»s  ^  MtfT^rtAH 

TO  yaKut^ttt  N«i^fcf«t/«^f .    ll*f.  2^.  ^e^•  5»  Opera,  toI.  L 

'  writcr'tt 
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writers  fuppofing  chat  the  Nazarenes,  of  whom 

he  was  treating,  were  well  intruded  in  the  doc* 
trine  of  the  divinity  pf  C^hrift  i   Alfo  how  does  - 

this  agree  with  the  laie  origin  that  you  give  to 
theic  Nazarenes  2 

You,  Mr«  Archdeacon,  are  ptcafed  to  denrf 

the  exiitence  even  of  the  Ebionites  in  the  time 
of  the  apoiUeSy  contrary^  I  will  vnnsre  to  fay, 

to  the  unanimous  teftimonv  of  all  antiquity. -4*^ 
Jerom,  giving  an  account  of  the  reafoos  due 
moved  John  to  unite  hia  gofpel^  nlentioni  the 
Ebionites  not  only  ais  a  fed,  but  a  flour illiing 
k£t  in  die  time  of  that  apoftle.   See  the  follow** 
iftg  pafTage  from  hii  i^ataloj^  of  ecdefiafficsd 
writers :  "  John,  the  apoitle^  whom  Jcfus  loved, 
the  fon  ef  Zebedee,  ftnd  Wochei*  of  Jaities, 
*'  who  was  beheaded  by  Herod  after  the  death 
"of  Chrift,  wrote  hi*  goipel  the  laft  of  all  (at 
the  intreaty  of  ihe  bifliopa  of  Afia)  againft 
^  Cerinthus,  and  other  heretics,  and  efpecrallV 
the  dodhne  of  the  Ebionites,  then  gaining 
ground)  Who  fatd  that  Chrift  had  nb  being 
before  he  was  born  of  Mary^  whence  he  was 
compelted  to  deckre  his  divine  origin 
This  is  only  one  out  of  naany  authorities  that  I 

*  Joannes  Apoftolus  qaem  Jefus  amavit  plurimom,  filiiis  Ze- 
MxXf  fraicr  Jacobi  Apoftoli,  queiJi  Hcrodcs  poft  {y&ffionent 
<iominl  decollavit,   novitrimus  omnium,  rcripfit  evangelium, 

rogaius  ab  Aiix  epilcopis,  advfrtus  Cerinihum,  aliofquc  hxrcti- 
<w  ei  ma  <ime  tunc  Ebioniia;  iinj  liogma  confurgens,  quj  .ifTc- 
tont  Chriftum  ante  Marian;  ncn  f  uillc,  u'ride  ct  compuUus  tit 
diviaaia  cjtts  Dativam>di€ere.    Opera^.voJ,  1.  p.  173. 
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could  produce  for  thU  purpofi^  asd  it  is  noc 
poflible  to  produce  any  to  the  contrary. 

"  As  a  certaifl  proof,**  you  fay,  p.  27,  that 
the  Ebionites  and  Nazarenes  were  two  diftinft 

feels,  Mofheim  obkrves  that  each  had  its  own 
goipel.*'  But  in  ani'wcr  to  thU  opinion  of 
•Moiheim's,  I  fhall  give  you  another,  which  ! 
think  of  equal  authority,  viz.  that  of  Mr.  Jerc- 
nxniah  Jones,  with  whom  I  find  I  have  had  the 
happinefs  to  bring  you  acquainted ;  and  I  can 
introduce  him  wiih  the  greater  confidence  of  his 
being  well  received,  as  he  was  as  orthodox  as 
yourfelf*  As  he  is  a  writer  intirely  new  to  you, 
I  lliail  give  his  whole  paragraph  on  the  fubjed* 

It  is  plain,  there  was  a  very  great  agreennent 
between  thefe  two  ancient  fe£b  1  and  though 
they  went  under  different  names^  yet  they  feem 

*«  only  to  have  diflPered  in  this,  rhatthe  Ebionites 
had  made  fome  addition  to  the  old  Nazarene 

"  fyftem.   For  Qrigen  exprefsly  tells  us*  .  Ui 

*^  'y«f*/44*fnyei .  They  were  called  Ebzsnites  wh 
from  amng  the  Jews  mom  Jefos  to  be  iti  Cbri^* 
And  though  Epiphanius  feems  to  make  their 

"  gofpcls  different,  calling  one  wAupt rajor  mofi  in- 
iire^  yet  this  need  not  move  us*  For  if  the 
learned  Cakiubon's  conjefture  (hould  not  be 

"  right,  that  we  fliould  read  the  fame,  viz. 
K  mxM^r4^  in  both  places  (which  yet  is  very 

y  jj)iobablc  for  any  thing  Fadier  Simon  ha^  proved 
.    '  ."to 
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*^  to  the  contrary)  yet  will  the  difficiiky  hi  all 
**  removed  at  once  by  this  fingle  coniiUeration^ 
that  Epiphanius  never  faw  any  gofpel  of  the 
•*  Nazarenes;  for  though  he  calls  it  ^AJiptr^tJo-, 
"  yet  he  himrdf  fays,  «» 0//^  <Nii  3^  i^i  yivittAoyicti 
v<pifiA«F,  that  he  did  not  know  whether  they 
had  taken  away  the  genealogy,  as  the  l\b] 011  ires 
had  done ;  i,  e«  having  never  iccn  the  Naza- 
rene  gofpel,  for  ought  he  knew  it  might  be  thd 
very  fame  with  that  of  the  Ebionites,  as  in- 
deed  it  mod  certainly  was/*    On  the  Cancn,- 
vol.  L  p.  386.  • 

As  I  have  perceived  that  the  opinion  of  the 
cbodems  has  foaietinies  great  weight  with  you,  I 
lhall  tranfcribc  part  of  a  note  of  the  learned 
tranflator  of  Moihcim  on  this  iubjedt  *^  This 
"  gofpel/'  he  fays,  voL  I.  p.  173*  "  which  was 
"  called  indifcriminarely  the  gofpel  of  the  Na- 
"  zarenes,  or  Hebrews,  is  certainly  the  fame  with 

the  gofpel  of  the  Ebionites,  the  gofpel  of  the 

twelve  apoftlcsj"  &c.  and,  after  referring  to 
other  authors,  he  fays^  <^  the  reader  will,  how- 

ever,  find  a  ftill  more  accurate  and  fattsfaAory 
**  account  of  this  gofpel,  in  the  firft:  volume  of 

the  learned  and  judicious  Mr.  Jones's  incom« 

parable  method  of  fettling  the  canonical  au* 

ihority  of  the  New  Tcftament/* 

But  in  my  opinion  Jerom  hw  fofEcienltly  de- 
cided this  qucftion  againft  you.  Could  he  haV-cf 
bad  Ml  other  idea  than  that  thefe  two  So&m  (if 

' '  G  3  they 
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Ihcy  were  properly  two)  ufed  the  lame  goipcl, 
when  he  laid,  ^  in  the  golpel  ufed  by  the  Naza* 
rcntrs  and  Ebionites,  which  is  commonly  called 
"  tiie  authcniic  gofpcl  of  Matthew,  which  I  lately 
"  tranflated  from  Hebrew  into  Grcfek  &c. 

You  farther  fay,  p.  71.  the  Ebionitcs  ac- 
knowtedged  no  part  of  the  Old  Teftament  but 
the  Pentateuch,  nor  the  whole  of  that ;  aiui 
"  therefore  that  Hcgefippus  citing  the  Proverbs 
of  Solcmton,  by  a  title  which  implifes  his  ac* 
*'  knowlcdgment  of  that  book,  is  a  proof  that  he 
was  not  an  Ebionite/'  I  know  of  no  fufficient 
evidence  that  the  Ebionites  did  ndt  acknowledge 
the  authority  of  all  that  we  call  the  canonical 
books  of  the  Old  Teftament.  Synnmachus, 
whofe  tranflatioft  of  the  fcriptures  into  Greek  it 
fo  often  quoted,  and  with  the  ^rcateft  appro- 
bation by  the  fathers,  was  an  £bionite»  and  Je- 
rom  fa3rs  the  fame  of  Theodotson.  They  borfi 
trandated  the  other  books  of  the  Old  Teftament, 
as  well  as  the  Pentateuch,  and  as  far  as  appears, 
without  making  any  diftindion  between  that  and 
die  other  books  j  and  can  this  be  thought  pro- 
bable, if  they  had  not  confidered  them  as  intitled 
to  eqml  credit  ?  Befides,  our  Saviour's  acknow- 
ledgment of  the  authority  of  the  whole  of  the 
Old  Teftament  is  fo  exprefs^  that  I  cannot  readily^ 

^  Itt'Evan^lio  qno  ntQiitiir  Nacar^i  et  Bhifitttar,  qpod 
^qper  in  Gnecam  dc  Hebnao  femooe  trtnjl^Hiptts^  et  quod 
yopator  pleriique  Matihasi  attthenticuin,  Sco,  is  Matt*  xii.  13. 
Operaj^ol.  vi.  p.  st* 

believe 
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believe  that  any  chriilians,  Jews  efpecially>  ac- 
knowledging his  authority^  would  rejeft  what  he 

admitted. 

•       •  • 

What  you  fay  can  be  only  on  the  authority  of 
EpiphaniuSy  and  that,  you  ought  to  have  known 

is  in  effect  cuatraJicLcd  by  Iren^eus,  who  uiys, 
that  "  the  Ebionitci  expounded  the  prophecies 
too  curioufly.  Quse  autem  funt  prophetica  cu* 

riofius  expuncre  nituntur,  lib.  I.  cap.  26.— 
Grabe  lay^^  that  £bion  wrote  an  expoEtion  of  the 
prophets,  as  he  coUeded  from  fome  fragments 
of  the  work,  of  which  he  gives  fome  account  in 
his  note  on  the  place.  By  Ebion  we  may  under* 
ftand  fome  Eikniie  $  for  I  much  doubt  the  exift* 
cnce  of  fuch  a  perion  as  Ebion,  the  Ebionitcs 
being  mentioned  long  before  the  name  Ebioff 
occurs  in  ecclefiaftical  writers. 

It  is  an  argument  in  favour  of  the  identity  of 
the  Nazarenes  and  £bionites,  that  the  former  arei 

not  mentioned  I^y  name  by  any  writer  who  like- 
wife  fpeaks  of  the  Ebionites  before  £piphanius» 
though  the  people  fo  called  afterwards  were  cer* 
tainly  kaov/n  before  his  time.  The  term  Eiia- 
Miies  occurs  in  Irenasus,  Tcrtullignj  Origen^  and' 
Eufebius ;  but  none  of  them  make  any  mention 
of  Nazarenes  %  and  yet  it  cannot  be  denied,  that 
cbey  mud  have  been  even  more  ponfiderablc  in 
die  rime  of  thefe  writers  than  they  were  after- 
wards 9  for,  together  with  the  Ebionite^  (if  there 
was  any  difficience  between  them)  they  .dwindled 

C  4  away. 
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away^  till^  in  the  time  of  Auilia^  they  mac  Jii* 
madum  faud^  yctj  few. 

Origen  mult  have  meaoc  to  include  thoic  woo 
were  calkd  Nazaienes  under  the  appeUaiioD  of 
Hbionites,  txcaufe  he  fp.aks  of  the  Ebionites  ^be- 
ing the  whole  body  of  Jewilh  chnftimsi  and 
Nazarencs  were  chriftiafi  Jews  as  well  as  they. 
Jerom  fccms  to  uie  the  two  terms  prouuicuOUilj; 
and  in  the  paflag^  of  his  later  to  Auftui»  lb  ofnn 
quored  in  this  controvcrfy,  I  caonot  help  thinkii^ 
he  makes  them  to  be  the  lame. 

The  conduft  of  thefc  wrkcrs  is  cafily  accounted 
for,  on  the  fuppoikion  of  the  Jewiih  chridians  hav- 
ing been  firft  known  to  the  Gentiles  by  the  name  of 
Ebionites  only,  before  the  appellation  of  Nazarcn^i 
(by  which  they  had  been  dUhnyiiihcd  by  tbdf  unbo- 
lieVing  brqtben)  came  to  be  generally  known 
abroad,  it  mull  be  more  particularly  Gi£cuk»  oa 
your  principlrSt  to  account  for  the  condu&  of  Elite- 
bius,  whofe  bufinefs,  as  an  hiftorlan,  it  cerLiinly  was 
to  have  noticed  the  Nazarenes,  if  they  had  been  dif* 
feient  fiom  the  Ebiomies»  whom  he  has  mendoned; 
and  even  vou  allow  them  to  huve  h^  their  rile  in 
the  time  of  Adrian,  whofe  expedition  againtt  tbc 
Jews  he  particularly  mentioos. 

Ontteifuhjeftof  thcEbionittSt  Imuft  takelbioc 

notice  of  what  you  fay  in  defence  of  Eukb;us,  irto 
^iays,  that  Tbcodotus  was  the  iirft  who  taught  the  doc- 

trinc^-cfae  iKiinmcr  of  Chciit    You  mil  amnr 
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Vatif  without  the  leall:  lhadow  of  authority  for  it, 
that  he  carried  the  do&rine  farther  than  the  £bio- 
nites  had  ever  done;  whereas,  you  cannot  poflibly 
produce  any  evidence  whatever  of  Thcodotus  hav- 
ing been  confidered  by  the  ancients  in  a  worfe  light 
than  die  Ebionites* 

•*It  is  very  certain/*  you  fey»  p.  131.  "  that 

Theodotus  maintained  the  mere  humanity  of 
Chrift  in  the  gro(ielt  fenfe ;  in  that  grofs  and 
Ihocking  fenfe  in  which  it  is  at  this  day  tdughc 
by  yourlelf  and  Mr.  Lindfey.  It  is  not  ceruin 
chat  the  £bionites  before  Theodotus  had  gone 
farther  than  to  deny  our  Lord's  original  divinity. 
They  probably,  like  Socinus,  admitted  lome  un* 
intelligible  exaltation  of  his  nature  after  his  refur- 
rcftion,  which  rendered  liim  the  objcft  of  wor- 
^«  Ihip."  You  alfo  fay,  p.  87.  « I  deny  that  the 
unitarian  doArine  exifted  in  that  tmie''  (the  age 
of  the  apoftles)  **  in  the  moft  obnoxious  fornji.  , 
^  Produce  your  indifputable  evidence.  Obferve^ 
that  by  ihe  moft  obnoxious  form,  I  underftand 
that  form  which  excludes  the  woribip  of  Chriit/' 

By  the  mojl  $hnoxious  form^  I  meant  the  belief 
that  Jelus  was  the  ion  of  Jofeph  as  weil  as  of  Mary. 
That  fuch  perfons  exifted  in  the  age  of  the  apoftles; 
no  perfon,  I  believe,  except  yourfelf,  ever  deni^  ; 
and  there  is  no  reafon  whatever  to  believe  that 
thefe  Ebionites,  or  any  Ebiomtes,  ever  confldered 
Chrift  as  a  proper  objeft  of  worlhip.  Your  idea  of 
their  entertaming  the  notion  of  an  umnuUigibU  exakd- 

tion 
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•  tion  of  bis  mere  human  nature  after  his  refurre&ion^  i% 
die  moft  improbable  of  all  fuppofidons.  Accord* 

ing  to  all  the  accounts  we  have  of  the  EbiomtcSj. 
they  were  not  apt  to  admit  things  umntelligibU. 

The  cafe  of  Socings  is  vtry  different  fiom  that 
of  the  Ebionites.  He  had  been  educated  in  the  ha* 
bit  of.  praying  to  Cbrift,  and  therefore  might  not  be 

abltr  ro  reject  the  praftice  ;  but  the  Ebionites  began 
with  coniidering  Jefus  as  a  mere  man^  and  therefoii?^ 
would  no  more  chink  of  paying  worflup  lo  binu 
than  they  had  done  to  Mofes,  without  very  exprefs 
inftru<5tions  and  dire^ons,  which  it  is  not  in  you/ 
power  to  produce,  with  rcfpefk  either  to  chems  or 
to  chrittians  in  general. 

Your  notion  that  the  Nazaienes  were  the  ortho- 
dox Jews  who  Icparatcd  ironi  the  church  ol  Jerufa- 
lem  in  the  tipie  of  Adrian,  and  fettled  in  the  nor^ 
of  Galileet  and  that  they  had  (heir  name  from  tl^ 
place  where  they  then  fettled,  viz.  Nazareth,  will,  1 
doubt  not,  be  quite  ,  new  to  every  reader  of  ecde- 
fiaftical  hiftory,  and  (excepting  the  firfl:  of  thele  pai:<> 
licuiars,  which  I  fuppofe  you  learned  of  Moflieim, 
whoiieither  quotei,  nor,  I  will  venture  to  fay,  could 
quote  any  authority  for  it)  an  invention  of  your 
own*  The  Nazarenes,  in  the  time  of  the  apoftle^^ 
are  well  known  to  haye  had  their  name  from  Naza- 
reth where  Jefus  had  lived,  and  from  which  he  had 
been  ufually  called  Jefus  of  Nazareth  i  but  a^  t,o 
the  Nazarenes  of  the  chriftian  Fathers,  there  is  no 
evidence  whatever  of  their  having  ever  fculcd  at 
^  Nazaretht 
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Nazareth,  or  in  any  part  of  Galilee,  Jcrom  places 
the  Nazarenes  ^ich  whoip  was  acc)aaiatc4  (and 
he  was  well  acquainted  wi^  the  Nazaremes)  in 

Bcra^a,  la  Syru.     Catalogus  Viigiuiu  Uluftfiuui, 

in  Mate  Opera,  vol.  L  p.  267. 

You  fay  that  the  Nazarencs  were  unknown  as  a 
tc6k  before  the  d<^rudion  of  JeruGilem  by^A^nan, 
hut  Epiphanius,  in  perfect  a^^rccment  with  all  the 
ancients,  places  their  riic  atfcr  the  deftru<^i€A  of 
Jerufalem  by  Titus.  Afcer  nicntioning  the  places 
-where  they  refidcd,  viz.  Beraca,  Ccele-Sjria,  iPciJa> 
and  Cocabe  (obferve  be  fays  nothing .  of  any  pf 
chcm  being  in  Nazanti,  from  which  you  fyppofe 
they  had  their  name)  he  fays,  "  There  ^w^  thcif 

origin  after  the  deftru^bton  of  Jerulalem,  when 

all  the  difciplcs  lived  ac  Pclla ;  Chrift  having 
^  warned  them  to  leave  Jarvialem,  and  retire  a( 

the  approacli  of  the  fiege ; .  and  on  this  accouac 
*  *^  they  lived,  ^  I  f^i<^^  iri  Perasa.    Thcace  the  fc^t 

of  the  Nazarencs  had^iu  origin 

As  to  pafJiage  in  Jerooi  from  which  I,  after 
Suicer,  inferred  that  the  Ebiooi&cs  an4  the  j^iazak 
rcnes  were  the  fame  people,  or  only  diflfercd  in 

fj-ja^ff-Civ,  *ativ]vf  Tftif  ^JLA^mcov  tup  FIsA^.D  cy>t>ixoT«:, 
iiru<fH  nfAif^A  njoL^iv  voKtofKiap .   x)  %k  th  ro/at/nv 

u^.  Opera»  vol.  I*  p  113. 

fomc. 
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Ibme  things  of  little  moment  (but  which  you  and 

Mr.  Badcock  think  is  k  demi^atwH  that  tbef 

were  fundamentally  different)  1  fee  no  reafon  ti  be 

diffacisfied  wiih  my  interpretation  of  ic   You  think 

ic  is  a  proof  of  my  ignoraice  of  Ladn  i  whereat 

if  I  thought  myfelf  at  liberty  to  do  it,  I  couM 

produce  in  my  fevoar  as  high  a  daffical  aucfaoricy 

as  any  that  this  country  can  furni(h. 

* 

How  could  Jermn  call  thefc  highly  orthodox 

Jews,  as  you  fuppolc  them  to  be,  noi  chrijlianSt 
merely  becaufc  they  utixl  the  ceremonies  of  the  law 
of  Adofes  ?  He  might  have  pitied  them  for  their 
weaknefs,  but  he  would  hardly  have  condemned 
them  as  m  chriJHam. 


Your  own  reprefentation  of  them  is  not  very 
unfavovrabfe.    You  fay,  p.  49.  «^  The  chriiliaxi 
«*  Nazarencs  had  nothing  in  their  conduct  that 
might  render  them  deferving  of  this  epithet 
(ATfffwi,  lawkfs.)  Their  error  was  that  they 
feared  to  ufe  their  liberty,  not  that  they  abufcd 
it."  You  therefore  tniiil  think  his  cenfiire  very 
harlh  and  itl-applied. 

■ 

I  think  tt  probable  that  the  N^zarenes  or 

Ebionites  were  conGdered  as  in  a  ftatc  of  e»- 
*communtcation»  not  merely  becaufe  they  them- 
felves  obfcnred  the  law  of  Mofes,  bat  becaufc 
many  of  them  would  impofc  the  fame  on  the 
Gcnules,  ib  that,  in  faft,  they  excommunicato 
.ihciyfclvcs  i  and  thus  the  paflage  in  Jcrom  wiU 
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be  explained  by  one  in  Juflia  (who  lays,  that  he 
could  communicace  wich  thofe  Jews  who  kept 

to  the  law  of  Moles,  but  noc  with  thofe  who 

would  iiiipofe  it  on  all  chriftians)  which  I  ihali 
have  occafion  to  quote  hereafter. 

As  to  Mr.  Badcock's  inference  from  the  paf« 

fage  in  Auftin's  letter  in  anfwer  to  Jerom,  I 
no  force  in  it  at  alU  He  only  enumerates  all  the 
names  that  Jerom  had  mentioned,  and  whether 
thefe  differences  were  real  or  nominal,  great  or 
little^  it  fignified  nothing  to  him.  He  himfeif^ 
in  his  catalogue  of  herefies,  makes  a  difference 
between  the  Ebionites  and  Nazarenes,  but  by  no 
means  that  which  you  and  Mr.  Badcock  make  $ 
and  as  it  was  a  common  opinion,  efpecially  in 
the  Well^  that  there  was  fome  difference  between 
them  (though  the  writers  who  fpeak  of  it  could 
never  be  certain  in  what  it  confilled)  it  was  very 
'  natural  in  Audio  to  mention  them  feparately^ 
whether  Jeroni  had  made  them  the  fame  or  not. 

That  Auftin»  in  his  anfwer  to  Jerom,  did  not 
xonfider  the  Nazarenes  in  any  very  favourable 

light,  is  evident  from  his  fpeaking  of  them  as 
keretics.       Quid  putaverint  hsretici,  qui  dum 
"  volunt  et  Judari  eflfe  et  chriftiani,'  nec  Jud»i 
cfTe  nec  Quiitiani  eife  potuerunt,''  &c.  Opera 
vol.  II.  p.  75.  i.  c.  "  as.to  the  opinion  of  thofe 
heretics,  who  while  they  would  be  both  Jews 
and  chriftiaos,  can  neither  be  Jews  nor  chrif- 
tians,"  &c.    It  is  in  thefe  very  words  that 

Jerom 
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Jerom  had  charafterizcd  thofe  whom  he  had 
called  Nazarenes.  What  more  could  Auftin  have 
faid  of  the  Ebionites  ?  And  can  it  be  iuppcfed 
that  he  would  have  fpoke  of  the  Nazarenes  iii 
this  manner^  if  he  had  thought  them  bigbfy  orib^-' 
dox  with  rcfpeft  to  the  doftrinc  of  the  trinity  ? 
cipcciaJly  confxdcring  that  it  was  an  age  ia  which 
the  grtateft  account  was  made  of  that  dodrine  \ 

fo  that  foundnefs  in  th:it  article  might  be  fiip- 
pofed  to  have  atooed  for  defcdts  in  other  things* 

You  fay  yon  are  nor  fmgular,  as  I  had  fup- 
pofed  in  afferting  the  ftri£l  orthodoxy  of  the 
Nazarenes  in  oppofition  to  the  Ebionites  %  but 
you  are  more  nearly  fo  than  you  imagine.      *  ^ 

Hugo  Grotius,"  you  fay,  p.  Voflius 

Spencer,  and  Huetius,  agree  that  the  Na^a*- 
**  rcncs  and  Ebionites,  though  fometimcs  con- 
^«  founded,  were  diftindt  fefts,  and  they  mainuin  i 

the  opinion  which  1  now  maintain  of  the  high 
*•  orthodoxy  of  the  proper  Nazarenes  in  the 
^  article  of  our  Lord's  divinity/' 

■ 

Having  examined  the  moft  refpcctabk  of  thtic 
authorities*  viz.  Grotius,  I  find  him  intirelf 
failing  you,  and  faying  no  fuch  thihg  as  you 
afcribe  to  him.    What  he  fays  is  as  follows: 
Certe .  Naaanet  illi  Beracenfes  genuina  eraflt 
propago  corum  qui  primi  ex  Palcftina  Chrifti 
fidem  crant  amplexi.    Nam  id  illis  nomeii 
primitus  fuiiTc  inditum  ex  domini  noftri  no^ 
minej  qui  vulgo  Nazal  enui>  vocabatur,  apparrt 
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•*  ex  Aft.  xxiv.  5.  Opera^  vol.  II.  p#  4.  i*  c. 
Thofe  Berasan  Nazarenes  were  the  genuine 

«  dcfccndants  of  thofe  who  fir  ft:  in  Paleftine  em- 
braced  the  chriftian  faith ;  for  that  this  name 
was  originally  given  them  from  the  name  of 
our  Saviour,  who  was  commonly  called  ib^ 
Nazareni,  appears  from  Acts  xxiy.  5." 

This,  Sir,  is  nothing  more  than  I  have  repeat- 
edly faid  myfelf,  viz.  that  the  Nazarenes  men* 
tloned  by  the  primitive  fathers  were  the  genuine 
dclccndants  of  the  Nazarenes  in  the  timeof  PauK 
Grotius  fays  nothing  definite  about  their  opl* 
ntons ;  but  if  his  meaning  muft  be  interpreted  by 
his  own  opinion  on  the  fubjeft,  it  would,  I  pre*  . 
fume»  be  in  my  favour  $  for  it  is  alloVred,  I  be^ 
Uevc,  on  all  hands,  that  his  Commentary  on  the 
Kcw  Teftament  is  very  much  Socinian,  certainly 
not  Athanalian*   But  admitting  that  you  may 

have  more  modern  authorities  for  the  orthodoxy 
of  the  Nazarenes  than  I  had  imagined  (though  I 
believe  that  a  great  majority  are  with  me  on  this 
fubjedl)  the  only  authorities  that  arc  of  any 
weight  are  the  ancients»  and  we  are  now  upon 
ground  that  appears  to  me  not  to  have  been  fuf-^ 
&:icntly  examined  by  any  of  the  moderns. 

Rather  than  tax  me  with  ignorance  of  the 

Tcntiments  of  modern  critics  on  this  fubjeft 
(which  you  are  fomettmes  ready  enough  to  do) 

you  fuppofc  that  I  was  acquainted  with  them, 
^  had  rccourfe  to  artifice.      Your  attempt,'^ 
•  you 
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you  fay,     j8. "  to  fee  it  forth  in  that  light  I  can- 
skQi  buc  cooiklcr  as  a  ftratagtm^  which  you  were 
willing  to  employ  for  the  prefervation  of  your 
•*  baucrcd  citadel,  the  argument  from  the  Naza- 
"  rents*   in  thi&  ftratagem»  if  I  miftake  noc»  you 

"       coiiipltLcly  roiled.    In  your  iallics  ngainft 
the  batteries  which  1  have  railed,  I  truit  you 
will  be  little  more  fucceisful.    But  as  too 
*^  much  ot  ftratagcm  is  apt  to  mix  itfclf  with  all 
««  your  operation^  it  will  be  neceflSuy  that !  watch 
very  nui*u»%I^  uic  manner  of  your  approaches.^ 

Tins  argumf  nt,  however,  is  not  fo  much  iatt0td 

but  that  it  wiU  well  bold  out  agaioH  all  your 
cfibm  to  overturn  it.  The  Nazarenes^  as  well 
as  the  EUomieS)  the  genuine  dcfccndants  of  the 
old  Jcwiib  chrt(\ians»  and  who  cannot  be  proved 
to  have  departed  from  the  faith  of  their  anceftors» 
ucic  all  believers  in  the  Gmple  humanity  of 
Cbhft  i  and  certainly  the  'prefumption  is  chat 
they  kamed  this  doArine  from  the  apoillcs.  For 
M  ho  die  were  (hctr  teachers  i 

At  the  dole  of  this  fubjeft,  having,  as  you 
ihiniH  A  manilclt  advantage  over  me,  in  anfwer 
to  my  fayioj;  that  if  the  Jcwifli  chriftians  were 
uoivcrfally  Ebionites  in  the  time  of  Origen,  the 
|>robab)lity  is  that  they  were  very  generally  (b  in 
the  time  of  the  aportlcs ;  you  fay,  p.  02.  **  Whence 
Ihuuid  this  probability  arife.^  From  this  general 
maxim,  it  frems,  that  whole  bodies  of  men  do 
cajingc  their  opinions.    You  arc. 
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indeed^  Sir,  the  very  laft  perfon  who  might 
have  bceii  expected  to  form  conclufions  upon 
"an  hiftorical  queftion  from  mere  theory,  in 
defiance  of  the  experience  of  nunkind,  in  de^ 
^*  fiance  of  the  experience  of  our  own  country, 
"  and  our  own  times.    How  lon^  is  it  fince  the 
*^  whole  body  of  Diffentcrs  in  this  kingdom  (the 
finglc  feft  of  the  Quakers  excepted)  took  theii** 
*'  ll.ir.darJ  of  orthoiloxy  from  the  opinions  pf 
"  Calvin  i  Where  ihail  we  now  tind  a  Diffenter, 
except  perhaps  among  the  dregs  of  Methodifm, 
who  would  not  thiak  it  aa  affront  to  be  taken 
"  lor  a  Calvinill  V* 

Indeed,  Sir,  you  are  peculiarly  unfortunate  with 
ttfpeft  to  this  example^  and  ought  to  have  been 
better  informed  before  you  had  delivered  your 
opinion  of  ,a  matter  of  fad,  in  the  prefent  Hate 
of  things,  and  at  homct  with  fo  much  con&* 
dcncc.  The  faft  you  appeal  to  is  notorioufly 
the  very  reverie  of  what  you  reprcfent  it  to  be,  and 
is  one  among  many  ftrong  proofs  of  the  truth  of 
my  geaeral  uiaxini. 

It  is  fo  ftf  from  being  true  that  there  are  few 

Diffentcrs  who  would  not  think  it  an  affront  to  be 
taken  for  Calviniits,  that  the  great  body  of  them 
would  be  exceedingly  offended  if  they  were  called  by 
any  other  name.  This  is  notorious.  Your  learned 
goad  and  able  ally  Mr«  Badcock,  of  whom  you  boaft 
fo  much,  p.  77,  78.  hasferved  two  congregations  of 
Didcmersy  both  profeilediy  calviniilical,  an4  in  the 
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higheft  degree.  He  himfclf  ranks  with  that  clafs  % 
having  now,  as  I  am  informed,  no  communion 
cr  connexion  wicli  thofc  who  are  ulually  called 
rational  Dijfcnters.  I  appeal  to  bimleif,  and  bis 
preftnt  consrrcgation  at  South-Molton,  as  well  as 
his  former  ac  barnftable,  for  the  truth  of  the  fa£t« 

We  Diflcnttrrs  are  much  better  Ctuatcd  than 
you  are  for  judging  of  the*  truth  of  my  general 
maxiai,  viz.  that  large  bodies  of  men  uo  not  loon 
change  their  opinions,  Notwithftanding  the 
DilTenters  have  no  legal  bonds,  but  arc  perfectly 
free  to  adopt  whatever  opinions  they  pleafe  j  yet, 
as  they  were  univerfally  Calvinifts  at  the  time 
of  the  reformation,  they  are  very  generally  fo  ftill. 
The  minifters,  as  might  be  expected,  arc  the  molt 
enlightened,  and  have  introduced  fome  refor- 
mation among  the  comnion  people  i  bur  a  majo- 
rity of  the  minifters  are,  I  believe,  ihll  Calvinifts* 

I  fliould  have  thought  that  no  perfon  at  all  a^C' 

quainted  with  hillory  could  liave  entertained  a 
doubt  with  rcfpedto  the  general  maxim  tliat  you 
refer  to,  vi%.  that  great  bodies  of  men  do  not 
foon  change  their  opinions.  Did  it  not  appear 
when  our  Saviour  and  the  apoftles  preached  the 
'  gofpel  with  all  the  advantage  of  miracles ;  and 
did  it  not  appear  in  tiie  chriftiani?jng  of  the  Gen- 
tile world  i  I  need  not  infemi  you  how  long  the 

ignorant  couiury  people  in  particular  continued 

fagam^  a  word  borrowed  from  their  being  chieliy 

the 
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the  inhabitants  of  villages*  Does  not  the  hiftoiy 
both  of  the  corruption  and  of -the  reformation  of 
chriftianity  prove  the  fame  thing?  How  many 
yet  believe  the  dodcrine  of  tranfubftantiation  i 
and  what  I  think  as  much  a  calc  in  poini:,  how 
many  yet  believe  the  doctrine  of  the  trinity  f 
Had  it  not  been  for  the  force  of  this  maxim,  we 
ftiould  not  have  found  an  archdeacon  of  St-  Al- 
bans employing  the  moderate  fliare  of  learning 
that  he  is  pofTeflTcd  of  in  the  defence  of  a  tenet  fo 
palpably  abfurd,  ^ 

You  ieem.  Sir,  to  Ipeak  with  contempt  of  the 

dodlrines  of  Calvin.  I  muft,  however,  remind 
you,  that  the  doArinal  articles  of  your  church  are 
Calviniftic,  If  you,  therefore,  be  a  true  member 
of  the  church  of  England,  believing  ex  animo^ 
and  in  their  plain  obvious  fcnfe,  all  the  thirty- 
nine  articles,  you  yourfclf  believe  the  doftrlncs  of 
original  fin,  predeftination,  and  every  other  te- 
net that  is  generally  known  by  the  name  of 
"jmijlic.  I  do  not  tax  you,  as  you  repeatedly  do 
mcj  with  infimm$y.  >  I  prefume  you  really  do  be<* 
'Jteve  the  dodrines  that  are  termed  Calviniftic, 
and  therefore  1  thinlc  you  ought  to  have  treated 
them  with  more  refpeft.   You  ought  alfo  to  have 

fpokcn  with  more  rcfpeft  of  the  Methodifts. 
They,  as  well  as  you,  are  profelTcd  members  of 
the  church  of -Englandi  and  not  Diflentert*  . 

I  am^  &c. 
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LETTER  IV. 

Of  the  fuppofcd  ortbodox^  Jiwijb  church  at  ja'ufa- 
Im^  and  if  tht  veracity  of  Origen. 

* 

Rev.  Sir. 

YOU  fpcak  of  a  church  of  trinitarian  Jews, 
who  had  abandoned  the  law  of  Moles,  and 
refided  at  Jcrulalem,  lubiequent  to  the  thiie  of 
Adrian.  Origen,  who  afferts  that  ail  the  Jcwilh 
chriftians  of  his  time  conformed  to  the  law  of 
Mofes^  you  fay,  mull  have  known  of  this  church, 
and  therefore  you  do  not  hefitate,  after  Moflieinn, 
to  tax  hull  with  affcrting  a  wilful  falfeliood. 
Error  was  often  afcribed  to  this  great  man  by  the 
later  fathers,  but  never  before,  I  believe,  was  his 
veracity  called  in  queftion.  And  Icaft  of  all  can 
it  be  fuppofed  that  he  would  have  dared  to  aflert 

a  notorious  unti-uih  in  a  j)ublic  controvcrly.  He 
muft  have  been  a  fool,  as  well  as  the  knave  you 
make  him,  to  have  ventured  upon  it.  Your  trcal- 
ment  oi  mylelf,  however,  gives  me  the  lefs  pain, 
when  I  fee  you  not  fcrupling  to  fix  a  funilar 
odium  on  the  charafterof  the  refpeftablc  Origen. 
But  what.  Sir,  would  you  not  have  faid  of  me,  If 
I  had  been  reduced  to  thi$  dilemma^  in  order  to 
mairhtain  my  opinion  ?  What  an  outcry  did  hot 
you  and  Mr.  Badcock  make  when  I  .difputed  the 
.1  evidence 


* 
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evidence  of  Eiifcbiiis,  though  I  could  confute 
him  from  himfclf  *  ;  and  with  refped);  to  integrity:, 
the  cbarafter  of  Eufebius  never  flood  fo  high  as 
thai  of  Origen.  But  you,  or  rather  your  ftUthor 
Moiheim,  ihall  be  heard* 

I  Qiali  take,"  you  fay,  p.  59.     what  you 

may  think  a  bold  ftep.  I  fhall  cax  the  veracity 
**  of  your  witnefs, — of  this  Origen.  I  (hall  tell 
"  you  that,  whatever  may  be  the  general  credit  of 
^  his  charader,  yet  in  this  bufinefs  the  particulars 
"  of  his  depofition  are  to  be  little  regarded,  when  ' 

he  lets  out  with  the  allegation  of  a  notorious 
"  ialihood.  He  alleges  of  the  Hebrew  chriftians 
"  in  general,  that  they  iiad  not  renounced  the 

MoUic  law.   The  ai^rtion  ferved  him  for  an  an- 

fwcr  to  the-inveAive  wWch  Celfus  had  put  in  the 
*^  nvouth  of  a  Jew  againft  the  converted  Jews,  as 

dcfcrters  of  the  laws  and  cuftoms  of  their  gncef^ 
**  tors.  The  anfwer  was  not  the  worfe  for  wanting 
^  truth,  if  his  heathen  antagoniit  was  not  fufficiently 

informed  in  the  true  diiiy^dtions  of  chriftian  (cdk 
•*  to  dcteft  the  falfliood.  But  in  all  the  time  which 

he  fpent  in  Paie(tine»  had  Origen  never  converfed 

» 

•  Pearfon  makes  no  difEculc/  of  contradiding  Eufebius  in 
(his  cafe,  and  without  making  any  apology  for  him  at  alj. 
His  opponent  Mr.  Daillc  having  laid  //"  />lai  account  be  :rue, 
he  replies,  **  He  knew  very  well,  that,  Ihidly  fptaking.  It 
*'  wa>  not  true  ;  for  he  knew  many  others  long  before  Theo- 
**  doiu?,  and  not  a  fcvv  even  before  Ignatiiis,  who  taught  the 
Tame  herefy,  a  catalogue  of  whom  may  be  fecn  in  Epipha- 
nius,"  and  whom  he  proceeds  to  meation.  V^indiciae^ 
lib.  il.  cftp«  ii«  p.  24. 
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"  with  Hebrew  chriftians  of  another  fort  ?  Had  h« 
met  with  no  chriftians  of  Hebrew  families  of  the 
church  of  Jerufalem,  when  that  church  was  under 
the  government  of  biftiops  of  the  uncircumcifion? 
"  The  fad:  is,  that  after  the  demolition  of  Jerufalem 
"  by  Adrian,  the  majority  of  the  Hebrew  chriftians, 
who  muft  have  paflfed  for  Jews  with  the  Roman 
magiftrates,  had  they  continued  to  adhere  to  the 
Mofaic  law,  which  t;o  this  time,  they  had  obferrcd 
more  from  habit,  than  from  any  principle  of  con- 
fcicnce,  made  no  fcruple  to  renounce  it,  that  ihq 
might  be  qualified  to  partake  in  the  valuable  pri- 
"  vilcges  of  the  ^lian  colony,  from  which  Jews 
were  excluded.    Having  thus  diverted  them- 
fcl  ves  of  the  form  of  Judaifm,  which  to  that 
"  time  they  had  born,  they  removed  from  PelJa,  and 
other  towns  to  which  they  had  retired,  and  fettled 
^"in  great  numbers  at  ^lia.    The  few  who  rc- 
tained  a  fuperftitious  veneration  for  their  laws, 
"  remained  in  the  North  of  Galilee,  where  tbey 
were  joined,  perhaps,  by  new  fugitives  of  the 
fame  \^  eak  charafter  from  Paleftiiie.     And  this 
was  the  beginning  of  the  fcft  of  the  Nazarcnes. 
But  from  this  lime,  whatever  Origen  may  pretend, 
"  to  ferve  a  purpofe,  the  majority  of  the  Hebrew 
**  chriftians  forfook  their  law,  and  lived  in  coromu- 
«*nionwith  the  gentile  bifhops  of  the  ncw  wo- 
"  dellcd  church  at  Jerufalem    for  the  name  w;is 
•«  retained,  though  Jerufalem  was  no  more ;  and 
the  feat  of  the  bifhop  was  at  JEVn.    All  this  I 
affirm  with  the  lefs  hefitation,  being  fupported  by 
^*  the  authority  of  Molheim,  from  whom,  indeed. 
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*•  I  firft  learned  to  rate  the  tcftimony  of  Origeri|  iii 
this  pariicular  queitioo^  at  its  true  value/* 

Struck  with  this  extraordinary  narraaun,  of  a 
ttaui(ai6iioii  of  aacient  time^,  for  which  you  refi^ 
no  authority  belides  that  of  MoiheiiD,  I  looked 
iato  i^fik  f  cvea  there  I  do  np^  imd  all  the 
particulars  that  you  meotiocv  He  4fiothtng  of  thp 
Jev  ilh  chi  iili  ins  having  obfcrved  their  law  more 
iwm  habit  thaa  aay  ptmcipk  of  co<^fcie(H^c  ;  nothing 
of  their  making  no  Icruple  to  renoiiRce  ^^hcir 
in  order  to  partake  in  the  j^iinle^espl  rliC  iEiiaii 
coloay  *,  Qothiogoi  any  Jewiih  chrUtia<^s  i|<:movin^ 
from  Pella  and  lettltag  in  M\h  ;  nothing  of  the  ret 
tiring  of  the  reft  to  the  North  of  Galilee ;  or  of 
this  new  origin  of  the  Nazacenes  there*  For  all 
tbclb  particulars^  therefore,  learned  Sir,  you  muft 
have  lome  other  authority  in  pettOy  befides  that 
'of  Mofiieim;  and  you  ought  to  have  produced 
It. 

Alfo,,  as  you  adopt  the  afleruons  of  Moflieim,  I 

could  widi  tu  know  l^is  authuritv  for  luppofing,  that 
there  was  any  iuch  thing  as  ,a  churchy  or  part  oi  a 
church,  of  Jewiih  chriftians  at  Jerulalem,  after  the 
dcftrudlion  of  that  city  by  Adrian.  As  to  your 
addilitmsj  they  arc  a  ieries  of  fuch  itnprobable  cir- 
cumftances,  as  hardly  any  hiftoriaii  of  the  time 
could  make  credible.  Bodies  of  men  do  nor^  what- 
ever you  piay  imagine,  fuddenly  chaqge  their  opi* 

nions,  and  much  kfs  their  cudoms  and  habits:  lead 

of  ail  would  an  ad  of  violence  produce  that  effcd  i 

D  4  ands 
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and,  of  all  mankind,  the  experiment  was  the  Icift 
likeiy  to  aofwcr  with  Jews.  If  ic  bad  produced 
any  efftft  for  a  time,  the  old  cuftoms  and  habits 
•  would  certainly  have  returned  when  the  danger  w^s 
om.  YoQ  might  juft  as  well  luppofe  chac  all  tlie 
Jews  in  Jerufilem  began  to  fpcak  Greek,  as  well  as 
dDaodoacd  their  anaent  cuftoms,  in  order  to  enjoy 
the  valuable  prmlc^  of  cbe  M&uk  coloay.  Aod 
you  would  have  dris  to  alledge  in  your  favour,  that 
from  tbic  time  the  biihops  of  Jeruuleni  were  all 
Greeks*  the  puWic  offices  were,  no^  doubt;  per-  | 
formed  in  ll^  Greek  language  \  and  the  church  of  | 
Jerufidem  was,  indeed,  ia  all  refpeds,  as  much  a 
Greek  church,  as  that  of  AntiddL  . 

As  you  fay,  p.  134,  with  refpeft  to  myfelf, 

*'  that  a  mail  ought  to  be  accomplifiicd  in  an- 

ctcnt  kaming,  who  thinks  he  may  eicape  with  | 
^    impunity,  and  without  detcdion,  in  the  attempt  1 
**  to  brow*bcat  the  world  with  a  percmpcory  and 
^  reiterated  aUegation  of  teftimonies  that  exift 

not  i**  how  much  more  accompliflu^d  ought 
that  man  to  be,  who  now  mites  the  hillory  of  ^ 
trsfifaftions  tn  the  third  century  without  ailed  g- 
ing  any  tcilimony  ai  all  ? 

Mofheim  himfelf,  who  bcnin  this  accufatlon 
01  Otigen,  produces  no  authority,  in  his  Differ- 
tMumi,  for  his  aliertion*  He  only  fays  that  be 
r,i;\aot  reconcile  the  fac't  that  Origen  mentiori.s 
wuhlo&locimng  unwillingnefs  to  atlov/  the  Lbio* 
KhMfD  br  chri  ftians.  But  this  is  ealily  accounted 

for, 
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for,  from  the  attachment  wliich  he  himfclf  had  to 
the  do6h*ine  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift,  which  they 
denied ;  and  from  their  holding  no  communion 
with  other  chriltians. 

All  the  nppearance  of  authority  that  I  can  find 
in  any  anaent  writer,  ot  the  Jcwiih  chriftians 
deferting  the  law  of  their  anceftors,  is  in  Sulpicius 
Severus,  to  whom  I  am  referred  by  Molheim  in 
his  hiftory*  But  what  he  fays  on  the  fubje£t^  is 
only  what  follows :  At  this  time  Adrian,  think- 
"  ing  that  he  Ihouid  deilroy  chriftianity  by  de-  ' 

ftroying  the  place,  ereded  the  images  of  das* 
^*  mons  in  the  church,  and  in  the  place  of  our 
"  Lord's  iuffcrings  j  and  becaufe  the  chriftians 
were  thought  to  confift  chiefly  of  Jews  (for 
then  the  church  at  Jerufalem  had  all  its  clergy 
of  the  circumcifion)  ordered  a  cohort  of  foldiera 
to  keep  conftant  guard,  and  drive  all  Jews  from 
•*  any  accefs  to  Jerufalem,  which  was  of  fervice  to 
«^  the  chriftian  faith ;  for  at  that  time  they  almoll 
all  believed  Chrift  to  be  God,  but  with  the  ob- 
"  fcrvancc  of  the  law  j  the  Lord  io  difpofing  it» 
that  the  fervitude  of  the  law  Ihould  be  removed 
from  the  liberty  of  the  faith,  and  of  the  church. 
Then  was  Marc  the  firft  bifhop  of  the  Gentiles 
«  at  Jerufalem*." 

Where, 

*  Qua  tempeftate  Adriaiiiis»  exifllmaos  fe  chrtiUanam  fideoi 
loci  injuria  pcreaipturum,  et  in  templo  ac  loco  dominie?: 
palCoois  dzinonum  fimulachra  conftitutc.  £t  quia  chriftiani 
cx  Jadatis  potiffimum  putabantur  (narr.que  turn  HierofolymaB 
Bon  cifi  ex  csrt omcirionc  habebat  eccicfia  Sacerdotcm)  militam 
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Where,  Sir,  do  you  find,  in  this  paflTage,  any 
proiTufc  oi  iinniuriitics  to  the  Jcwilli  chriftiaos, 
if  tliiey  would  forfake  the  law  of  their  fathers. 
On  the  cofttrajy,  the  hillorian  lays,  that  the  ol>-  ' 
jfiSt  of  Adrian  was  to  overturn  Chriftianttyy  asul 
that  the  Jews  wctl  banifbcd  beca  jfc  the  cKriftians 
tncn  were  chie&jr  of  that  uackin.  According  to  chi$  | 
account,  att  the  Jews,  chriftians  as  well  as  othcn»  | 
were  driven  out  ot  JtrufakiT!  5  and  notliiog  is  | 
bid  of  any  of  them  forfaking  the  law  of  Moics  i  \ 
and  your  affertion  of  their  having  been  gradually 
prepared  for  it>  by<  having  before  this  tim^  ob* 
lerved  their  law  more  from  habit  thap  from  coth^ 
fcience,  is  unfuppor tej  by  any  authority  04  pro- 
bability.  £ufebiu&  mentions  the  expuUion  of  the  : 
Jews  from  Jerufalem,  but  fays  not  a  word  of  any 
of  the  chriftians  there  abandonii^  circiuncilioo^ 
and  their  other  ceremonies  on  that  occafion. 
Indeed,  I'uch  a  thing  ^wa^  in  die  iiigheH  degree 
improbable. 

independent  of  aU  natural  probability,  had 
Sulpitius  Severus  aAually  written  all  that  Mof- 
heim  advances,  and  all^  the  curious  particulars 
that  you  have  added  to  complete  the  account ; 

cohortcm  cu/lodia*  in  perpeiuiim  aglrarc  juCir,  qux  Judxoi 
omnrs  Hicrnfolymx  aditus  zrceret.  Quod  qiiidcm  chriAianx 
fidri  proh'Jrbat;  quia  rum  pcnn  omnes  Cbrtllum  Deam  Tub 
Icgis  obrenratione  credebant,  Nimirum  dt>n;ino  crdinantc 
liUpoilium,  ui  legis  rciv'ittis  a  libertatc  fidri  atque  eccleii^ 
I**ff'tur.  Ita  turn  prixurn  Mircu«i  ex  Gcntibus  apud  Hiero- 
kd^mam  e|>iia>pu&  ikuc,  liili.  lib.  IL  €•  juod^  p.  145* 

whether 
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wkether  is  it^  Sir^  from  this  writer^  or  from  Qii^ 
gen,  that  we  are  more  likely,  to  gain  true  infmrma^ 
don  on  this  fubjed:.  Origcn  wr uing  in  coAtro* 
verfy>  and  of  courfe  fubjeA  to  corredtion^^ap^' 
peals  to  a  faft  as  notorious  in  the  country  m 
which  he  himfelf  refided,  and  in  his  owati0)es| 
to  which  therefore  he  could  not  but  haye  givA 
particular  attention.  Whereas  Sulpitius  Severus 
liTcd  in  the  remoteft  patt  of  Gaul^  f^veral  dijOfUr 
fand  miles  from  Paleftinc,  and  two  hundred  years 
after  Origen,  io  that  he  could  not  .have  aij^irt^d 
the  fadt  as  from  his  own  knowledge,  and  he  quotes 
no  other  perfon  for  it.  But  in  fa6t  Sulpitius  Se- 
verus is  no  mote  favourable  xo  your  acooMnt  of 
the  matter  than  Origen  himfelf ;  fo  that  to  the 
authority^  of  both  of  them,  of  all  ancient  ceili» 
mony,  and  natural  probability,  y4iu  have  nothing 

to  opi)ofc  bull  your  own  conje^ures,  and  nothing 
to  plead  for  this  conduft  but  that  your  poor  and 
wretched  caufe  requires  it* 

I  ■ 

Having  confulced  Eufebius,  and  other  ancient 
writers  to  no  purpofe,  for  fome  account  of  thefc 
Jews  who  had  deferted  the  religion  of  their  an^ 

ceftors,  I  looked  into  Tillcmont,  who  is  wonder- 
fully  careful  and  exad  in  bringing  together  every 
thing  that  relates  to  his  fubjed ;  but  his  account 
of  the  matter  differs  widely  indeed  from  Mof-  ' 
heim's  and  yours.  He  fays  (Hift.  des  £mpe« 
rcurs,  torn.  II.  pai t.  ii.  p.  506.)  "  The  Jews 
convened  to  the  fa^th  of  Chriit  were  not  eK* 
a  cepted 
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"  ceptcd  by  Adrian  from  the  prohibition  to  con- 
tinuc  at  Jcrufalcm.  They  were  obliged  to  go 
out  with  the  reft.  But  the  Jews  being  then 
obliged  to  abandon  Jerufalenn,  that  church 
began  to  be  compofed  of  Gentiles ;  and  before 
the  death  of  Adrian,  in  the  middle  of  the  year 
138,  Marc,  who  was  of  Gentile  race,  was  efta- 
blifhed  their  bifliop."    He  does  not  fay  with 

Moflieim  that  this  Marc  was  chofen  by  the 

^*  Jews  who  abandoned  the  Mofaic  rites."  Hift. 

vol.  I.  p.  172. 

Fleury,  I  find,  had  the  fame  idea  of  that  event. 
He  fays,  Hift.  vol.  I.  p.  316.  "  From  this  time 
the  Jews  were  forbidden  to  enter  Jerufalem,  or 
even  to  fee  it  at  a  diftance.  The  city  being 
afterwards  inhabited  by  Gentiles,  had  no  other 

name  than  iElia.  Hitherto  the  church  of 

"  Jerufalem  had  only  been  compofed  of  Jewifh 
"  converts,  who  obferved  the  ritual  of  the  law 
under  the  liberty  of  the  gofpel ;  but  then  as 
the  Jews  were  forbidden  to  remain  there,  and 
guards  were  placed  to  defend  the  entrance  of 
"  it,  there  were  no  other  chriftians  there  befides 
"  thofe  who  were  of  Gentile,  origin  ;  and  thus 
the  remains  of  the  fervitude  of  the  law  were 
"  entirely  abolilhed." 

Thus  ends  this  church  of  orthodox  Jewifh 
chriftians  at  Jerufalem,  planted  by  Moftieim,  and 
pretty  well  watered  by  the  Archdeacon  of  St. 

Albans  i 
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Albans;,  from  which  you  have  derived  fuch 
great  advantage  to  your  argument.  But  what 
evidence  can  you  bring  that  the  ancient  Jewifh 

church  at  Jerufalem,  even  before  the  time  of 
Adrian,  was  trinitarian  ?  If  they  were  Nazarems^ 
Epiphanius  reprefents  them  as  unitarian  when 
John  wrote  ;  aiul  who  was  in  that  converted  them 
from  unitarians  to  trinitariansi  and  what  evidence* 
have  you  of  any  fuch  converfion  } 

What  became  of  the  chrilVian  Jews  who  were 
driven  out  of  Jerufalem  by  Adrian,  does  not  appear.  * 
It  is  m oft  probable  that  they  joined  their  brethren 
at  Pella^  or  Berasa»  in  Syria,  from  which  they  bad 
come  to  rcfide  at  Jerufalem,  and,  indeed,  what  be- 
came of  the  whole  body  of  the  ancient  chriftian 
Jews  (none  of  whom  can  be  proved  to  have  been 
trinitarians)  I  cannot  tell.  Their  numbers,  we  may 
fuppoie,  were  gradually  reduced,  tiil  a^  length  they 
became  extinft.  I  hope,  however,  we  lhail  hear 
no  more  of  them  as  an  cviucacc  of  the  antiquity  of 
the  trinitarian  do<^rine.  * 

I  cannot  help,  in  this  place,  taking  fun^e  farther 
notice  of  what  you  fay  with  refpedt  to  this  charge  of 
a  wilful  falfebood  on  Origen.  Time  was/'  yoa 
lay,  p.  160.  "  when  the  pradice'*  (viz,  of  ufing  un- 
juilifiable  means  to  ferve  a  good  end)  was  openly 
«^  avowed,  and  Origen  himfelf  was  among  its  de- 

fenders.**  This,  Sir,  as  is  u(ual  with  you^  t$ 
much  tpo  ftfongly  ftated,  and  as  you  mention  no 
authorities,  jou  might  think  to  efcape  deteftion. 

I  bcUevcy 
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I  believe,  indeed,  you  went  no  farther  than  Mo^- 
heim  for  it*  Jerom,  in  his  epiftle  to  Pammachius, 
Opera,  voL  I.  p.  496.  fays,  that  Origen  adopted  the 
Platonic  dodtnnc  [md  you,  Sir,  are -an  admifer  of 
Plato)  of  the  fubferviency  of  truth  to  utility,  as 
with  rcfped  to  deceiving  enemies,  &c.  as  Mr. 
Hume,  and  other  fpeculative  moraiifts  have  done  1 
confidering  the  foundation  of  all  focial  virtue  to  be 
the  public  good.  .  But,  Sir^  it  by  no  means  follows 
from  this,  that  fuch  perfons  will  ever  indulge  them- 
felves  in  any  greater  violations  of  trudi  than  dv^fe 
who  hold  other  fpeculative  opinions  concerning  the 
foundation  of  morals. 

Jerom  was  far  from  faying  as  you  do,  that  be  le* 
**  duced  his  theory  to  praftice."  He  .mentions  no 
inftance  wlutever  of  his  having  recourfc  to  it,  and 
is  far,  indeeds  from  vindicating  you  in  ailerting, 
p.  160.  that  •*  the  art  which  he  recommended  he 
**  fcrupled  not  to  employ ;  and  that,  to  fiiencc  an 
*^  adverfary,  he  had  recourfe  to  the  wilfiil  and  de* 

•*  liberate  allegation  of  a  notorious  falfchood." 
Here,  Sir,  is  much  more  in  the  conclufion  than  the 
fvemifis  will  warrant.  Many  perfons  hold  fpecula* 
tivc  principles,  which  their  adverlaries  think  muft 
ineccffarly  lead  to  immorality ;  but  thoic  who 
Jiold  them  ihould  be  heard  on  the  fubje&;  and  the 
conclufion  will  not  be  juft,  unlefs  they  themftlves 
,J8Uism&  immoral  pra^ices  with  their  principles, 
i  find,  Sir,  that  the  charadters  of  the  dead  are  no  iafer 
in  your  hands  than  thoic  ol  ihe  living.  I  am  unwilling 
10 :a  harlh  thingi  and  I  wilh  to  avoid  it  the  more, 

left 
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left  1  ihould  be  thought  r€tHrd  railing  far  railiiig  % 
but  really }  unleis  you  can  make  a  better  apology 
for  youricir,  than  I  am  able  to  lugged,  you  will  be 
confidered  by  impartial  perfons,  as  a  faififier  <if  btf- 

tijry^  aiul  a  dcj^nier  of  ibe  chara^ler  of  the  dend^  u\ 
order  to  ferve  your  purpoie. 

I  am,  &;c. 


LETTER  V/ 

Of  Herefy  in  the  earliefi  tma. 
Rev.  Sir, 

T  AITerted  that  the  unitarians  were  not  on- 
ginally  confidered  as  turiiUs^  and  for  this  I 
have  adduced  a  variety  of  arguaients,  one  of  the 
principal  oi  v/bich  is,  that  (he  apoiUe  Johii» 
though)  atrcording  to  all  the  evidence  of  anti- 
quity,  he  could  not  but  have  known  that  uniu* 
rtans  were  numerous  in  his  time,  never  cenfiires 
them;  whereas  he  writes  wiih  the  grcatcft  indig- 
nacion  againit  the  tenets  which  belonged  to  the 
oppofite  fyftcm  of  Gnofticifm*  I  obfcrved  the 
fame  v/ith  rclpcdt  to  Hegelippus,  Juftin  Martyr, 
and  Clemens  Alexandrinus*  I  now  find  the 
fame  to  be  true  of  Folycarp  and  Ignatius^  and 

that 
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thac  even  Iren»us,  TeituUian^  and  Origen^  did 
not  treat  the  unitariam  as  heretics. 

You  infift  uppn  it,  however,  that  John  docs 

ccnfure  the  unitarian  dodxine ;  which  is  curious 
enough^  when,  according  to  your  account,  there 
were  no  Ebtonitcs  or  Nazarenes,  that  is,  none 
who  denied  the  pre-exiftence  of  Chrift,  till  long 
after  the  time  of  John.  But,  paiTing  this,  you 
acknowledge  that  the  phrafe  coming  in  the  jJtfa 
alludes  to  the  proper  humanity  of  Chrift,  and 
therefore  refpeds  the  Gnoftics  $  but  you  main- 
tain that  it  likcwiiV  alludes  to  a  prior  ft  ate ;  fo 
'  ■  that  wc  may  neccuariiy  infer  from  it,  that  he  was 
a  being  of  a  higher  rank  before  his  coming  ia 
the  aclh. 

You  fay,  p.  27.  The  attempt  to  aflign  a  l  ea- 
**  fon  wiiv  the  Redeemer  fhould  be  a  man,  im* 

plies  both  that  he  might  have  been,  without 
,  **  partakinpr  of  the  human  nature,  and  by  confe- 
"  quence  that,  in  his  own  proper  nature,  he  was 
<^  originally  fomething  different  frpm  man ;  and 
*'  that  there  might  have  been  an  expectation  that 
<^  he  would  make  his  appearance  in  fome  form 

above  the  human."  But  it  is  certainly  quite 
fufncient  to  account  for  the  apoftle's  ufmg  that 
phrafe  cewnng  in  the  flefo^  that  in  his  time  there 
actually  exilted  an  opinion  that  Chrift  was  not 
truly  a  man,  but  was  a  being  of  a  higher  order, 
which  was  precifely  the  dodrine  of  the  Gnoftics. 
That  before  the  appearance  of  the  Mefliah,  any 

perfons 
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pcrfons  cxpedcd  that  he  would,  or  might  come 
in  a  {qtai  above  the  human  1  ablbiutdy  denjr* 

**  A  reafoni*'  you  fay,  p.  why  a  man  fliould 
*^  be  a  man,  one  would  not  cxpcGt  in  a  fober  man*» 
**  dilcourk.'*  But  certainly,  it  was  very  proper  to 
give  a  reafon  why  one  who  was  noi  thought  to  be 
properly  a  man,  was  really  fo  i  which  is  what  the 
apoIUe  has  done. 

As  you  call  upon  me  fo  loudly  to  give  any  proof 
thvic  the  phraie  coming  tn  the  Jiejb  is  defcriptive  of 
the  Gnoftic  herefy  only,  and  not  oF  the  unitarian 
c^odfine  aliu,  I  fhall  give  an  anfwer  that  may  per- 
haps fatisfy  you^  which  is,  that  it  is  fo  ufed  in  the 
eptftle  of  Polycarp,  the  dtfeiple  of  John.    In  a 
paffage  in  this  epiftle,  in  which  the  writer  evidently 
alludes  to  the  Gnoftics  only,  he  introduces  this 
very  phrafe,  coming  in  the  fiejh.    See  feft.  vi.  vii.  ia 
Abp.  Wake's  tranflation,  p.  55.      Being  zealous 
^^of  what  is  good»  abltaining  from  all  offence^ 
and  from  falfe  brethren,  and  from  thofe  who 
bear  the  name  of  Chrift  in  hypochfy^  and  who 
deceive  vain  men.   For  whofoever  does  not  con- 
fefs  that  Jcfus  Chrift  is  come  in  the  flefh,  he  is 
"  Anticbriftt        whoibever  does  not  confeis  his 
"  fuflTering  upon  the  crofe  is  from  the  devil ;  and 
whofoever  perverts  the  oracles  of  God  to  his 
^  o#n  interefts,  and  fays,  that  there  fhall  be  neither 
any  rcfurrcdtion,  nor  judgment,  he  is  the  firft* 
born  of  latan.    Wherefore,  leaving  the  vanity 
!*  of  manyy  and  their  faUe  doftrine^  kt  us  ivturn 

E  •^to 
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to  the  word  chat  was  delivered  from  the  bt- 
"  ginning,'* 

* 

Had  this  writer  proceeded  no  farther  than  the 
lecond  claufe,  in  which  he  mentions  diofe  who  did 
ooc  belitve  that  Chrift  fuflfercd  upon  the  crofs,  it 
iiiighc  havt  been  luppofed,  that  he  alluded  to  tm 
,  daffes  of  men,  and  that  the  lattCT  were  different 
from  thofc  who  denied  that  he  came  in  the  flefti. 
'But  as  he  goes  on  to  mention  a  third  circumftancc, 
viz.  the  denial  of  the  rerurre<aion,  and  we  are  fure 
that  thofc  were  not  a  third  clafs  of  perfons,  it  is 
evident  that  he  alluded  to  no  more  than  one  and 
the  lame  kind  of  perfons  by  all  the  three  charafters. 
I  conclude,  therefore,  that  the  apoftle  Jolin,  from 
•whom  the  writer  of  this  epiitle  had  this  phrale, 
ufed  it  in  the  fame  Ibnfe,  and  meant  by  it  only 
thofc  perfons  who  believed  that  Chrift  vvas  not  uuly 
man,  i.  e.  the  Gnoftics. 

Befides,  is  it  not  extraordinary,  that  if  this  apollle 
conceived  the  indignation  that  you  luppole  him  to 
have  entertained  againft  the  unitarians,  he  fliouldt 
give  no  intirtation  of  it  except  in  this  one  ambi- 
guous exprelTion  ?  You  own  that  he  marks  the> 
Gnoftics  clearly  enough,  and  expreffes  the  ftrongeft 
averQon  to  them.  How  came  he  then  to  Iparc  the 
unitanans,  who  have  been  fo  odious  fince  ?  Tou 
muil  own  that,  in  the  courfc  of  his  gofpel,  he 
inferts  many  cxpreffions  which,  when  literally  in- 
terpreted, militate  ftrongly  againft  the  doarine  of 
the  divimty  .oi  Chrift ;  »  when,  according  to  Mm,. 
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our  Saviour  fays  the  Father  is  greater  than  I  \  I  can 
do  noibing  of  my/elf ;  /  Uve  by  the  Father ;  thi 
Fatber  wtbin  me  be  doib  tbt  works.  Tbe  Father 
is  tbe  only  true  God^  S€C»  If  the  apoftle  knew  that 
there  were  in  his  time  thofe  who  believed  that 
Chrift  was  a  mere  man,  while  he  himfelf  believed 
him  to  be  God,  is  it  not  extraordinary  that  he 
ihould  give  them  fuch  an  advantage  from  the 
language  of  our  Saviour  in  his  own  gofpci  *,  and 
that  he  Ihould  have  taken  no  care  to  qualify  or 
explain  it  i  Perlbns  who  are  aware  of  a  dangerous 
opinion,  and  wifh  to  guard  others  agaialt  it,  do  not 
write  as  he  does. 

« 

You  will  probably  fay,  that  John  taught  the 
divinity  of  Chrift  with  fufficient  cleamefs  in;  the 
introduction  to  his  gofpel,  which  might  ferve  as  a 
guard  againft  any  niiitake  with  relpeidt  to  iuch  ex* 
preffions  as  thofe  above  quoted.  But  it  appears 
that  the  ancient  unitarians  underftood  that  intro- 
dudtion  as  we  now  do,  taking  the  iogos  to  mean 
not  Cbrifty  but  the  wifdom  and  power  of  God  leilding 
in  him,  and  adling  by  him.  The  Nqcuan,  in 
Hipp(riytus,  lays,     You  tell  me  fometl^ng  new^ 

when  you  call  the  Son  logos  And  the  oldcft 
opinion  on  the  fubjedt  is,  that  in  that  introduction 
John  alluded  to  the  Gnoflics  only,  as  he  did  ia 
bis  epiftk$« 

^  tf ii  fcpi  TH ,  |f r«r  (Mi  ftfUs  XTy-PV  Myaf  (^mt. 
Contra  Noeiiiifli,  feA.  xv.  p.  ij^, . 

E  2  Ignatius 
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.  Ignatius  aifo  frequently  mentions  henfi^  tuxl 

hertiusy  and,  like  John  and  Polycarp,  with  great  - 
indignation  ^  but  ic  is  evident  to  every  perfon  wha 
18  at  all  acquainted  with  the  hiftory,  learning,  and 
.  •  language  of  thole  times,  and  of  the  lubfequent  ones, 
that  he  had  no  perfons  in  bis  eye  but  the  Gnoftics 
only,  I  defire  no  other  evidence  of  this,  befides 
a  careful  inipedion  pf  the  pafTages.  I  ihall  recite 
only  one  of  cheai,  from  the  epillle  to  the  Smyr* 
njeans,  ftft.  iv.  v.  in  Wake's  tranflarion,  p.  1 16» 
Speaking  of  his  own  fufferings^  he  fays,  he 
^  y/A^  .Has  made  a  perfeft  man  ftrengtbening  me* 

Whoni  lomc  not  knowing  c!o  deny,  or  rather 
have  been  denied  by  him,  being  the  advocates 
of  death,  lather  than  of  the  truth,  whom  neither 

the  prophets,  nor  the  law  of  Mofcs  have  per- 
•       fuadedj  nor  the  golpel  ittelt,  even  to  this  day,  ^ 
nor  the  fuflfcrings  of  every  one  of  us.   For  they 
v"  think  aifo  the  fame  things  of  us.    For  what  docs 
a  man  profit  me  if  he  ihall  praife  me,  and  blai^ 
phemc  rry  Lord,  not  confcfTing  that  he  was 
*•*  truly  made  a  man.    Now  he  that  doth  not  fay 
^  this,  does  in  e&A  deny  him,  and  is  in  death. 
•*  But  for  the  names  of  fuch  as  do  this,  they  being 
**  unbeiievers,  i  thought  it  not  fitting  to  write  ihem 
unto  you.   Yea  God  forbid  that  I  ihould  make 
any  mention  of  them  till  they  (hall  repent,  to  a 
true  belief  of  ChriiVs  paffion,  which  is  our  re- 
^  furreAion.   Let  no  man  deceive  himfelf/'  &c. 
He  afterwards  fpcaks  of  thcfc  perfons  abftaining 
from  the  eucbarift,  and  the  public  offices^  becaufe 
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tbtj  cocifdred  no(  the  eucharift  co  be  the  fleih  of 
^  oiir  Saviour  Jcfas  Chrift,  which  fuSered  for  our 

**  fin$,  and  which  the  Father  of  his  goodnefs  raifed 
^  again  from  the  dead.    Ic  will,  therefore/'  he 

adds,     become  you  to  abftain  from  fuch  perfonSa 

and  not  to  fpcak  with  themj  neither  io  |^riv4Ce 
nor  in  public.'' 

■ 

How  like  is  this  to  the  writings  of  the  apoftle 
John,  and  how  well  they  explain  each  other. 
Here  wc  k e  the  blafphemy  aU  ribed  to  the  Gnoftics, 
which  Juftin  mentions,  their  feparating  them- 
felves  from  the  communion  of  chriftians,  their 
denying  the  rcfurreftion,  and  their  pride.  Now, 
how  came  this  writer,  like  John,  never  to  cenfure 
the  unitarians,  if  he  had  thought  them  to  be  he- 
retics? That  they  ex.ilted  in  his  time,  there 
never  was  a  doubt,  except  what  is  juft  ftarted  in 
this  laft  publication  of  yours.  It  can  only  be 
accounted  for  on  the  fnppofition  that  he  himfclf, 
as  wdl  as  the  afioftle  John,  were  unitarians,  and 
that  they  had  no"  idea  of  any  herefics  bcfidcs  thole 
of  the  different  kinds  of  Gnoftics. 

'  Pearfon  fays,  that  Ignatius  refers  to  the  doc- 
trine of  the  Ebionites  m  his  cpiftlf  to  Folycarp, 
and  in  thofe  to  the  Ephefians,  the  Magnefians, 
and  the  Philadclphians ;  but  I  lind  no  luch  re- 
ferences in  them,  except  perhaps  two  paffages 
w  hich  may  eafily  be  fuppofed  to  have  been  al-- 
tcred;  bccaufe,  when  corrcfted  by  an  unitarian, 
oothing  is  wanting  to  the  evident  purpofe  of  the 

E  3  writer^ 
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writer  i  whereas  his  ccnfures  of  the  Gno&ics  are 
frequent  and  copious  i  fo  that  no  perfon  can  pre- 

tend  to  leave  them  out,  without  maLcrially  in* 
juring  the  epiftks, 

Beiides^  there  are  in  thefe  epiftle^  of  Igtiatiusi 
feveral  things  that  are  unfavourable  to  the  doc- 
trine of  the  divinity  of  Chrift.  Thus  to  the 
£phefians,  he  lays,  fedt.  v.  ^*  How  mOch  more 

muft  I  think  you  happy  who  are  io  joined  lo 

him  [the  ^iihop]  as  the  church  is  to  Jefus 
«  Chrift,  and  Jefus  Chrift  to  the  Father,  thatf<? 

all  thuigs  may  agree  in  the  fame  unity."  To 
theMagnefians,  £eSt.  vii,  he 'lays,  *f  As  thercfoie 

the  Lord  did  nothing  without  the  Father, 

being  ua^ce4  to  him^  neither  by  hiiiiicii  nor  ! 

yet  by  his  apoftles  j  fo  neither  do  ye  any  thing 
^'  without  your  bilhop  and  prefbyt^r^." 

What  this  excellent  man  faid  when  he  appeared 
beCbre  the  Emperor  Trajan,  was  the  language  of  ! 
an  unitarian.    "  You  err,*'  he  faid in  that  you 

call  the  evil  fpirits  of  d;e  hearht  ns,  gods,  Fot  j 
there  is  but  one  God,  who  made  heaven  and 
*^  earth,  and  the  fea,  and  all  that  are  va  them  i 
and  one  Jefus  Chrift,  his  only  begotten  Son,  , 
^hofc  kingdom  may  \  enjoy,"  Wake,  p.  ijif  | 

lami  &c. 
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LETTER  VI. 

Of  the  fentiments  of  Jujiin  Martyr^  lren4eus^  and 
CUmens  Akxandrinus,  concerning  Herefy. 

Rev.  Sir, 

after  what  I  have  fcen  in  your  Charge^  and  in 
tbefe  Letters^  I  could  be  furprized  at  any  thing 

you  fay  on  thefe  fubjcfls,  it  would  be  at  your  fo 

confidently  maintaining,  p.  79.  that  Judin  Mar- 
tyr had  a  view  to  the  unitarians  in  thofe  accounts 
ot  herefy  in  general^  which  I  quoted  from  him  ; ' 
when  any  perfon^  with  a  fmaU  portion  of  that 
reading  of  which  you  pretend  to  fo  much,  mufl: 
know  that  every  word  and  phrafe  in  thofe  ac- 
counts, cfpecially  the  charge  of  pride^  aibeifm^ 
and  blafphemyy  is  appropriated  to  the  Gnoftics, 
and  the  GnolUcs  only.  I  miift  talce  the  liberty 
to  fay,  that  you  know  nothing  at  all  of  the  an- 
cient ecclefiaftical  urirers,  if  you  can  imaL^nne 
that  the  unitarians  are  ever  dei'cribed  by  them  in 
this  nrianner.  I  am  even  aihamed  to  argue  with 
any  man  who,  if  he  has  read  the  early  fathers  at 
all,  has  read  them  to  fo  little  purpofe. 

To  ine  it:  is  indlfputably  clear,  that  Juftin 
Martyr  coniidered  no  other  clafs  of  perfons  as 
heretics,  unfit  to  have  communion  with  chrif-> 
tians,  but  the  Gnoftics  only.  Let  any  rcafon-p 
able  man  but  compare  thefe  paifages  in  which  be 

'    E  4  cenfurcs 
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cenfures  the  Gnoftics  with  fo  much  fcvcrity, 

with  tliofe  in  which  he  fpeaks  of  the  imitariiins 
(in  which  I  ftill  am  of  opinion  he  makes  an  apo^ 
logy  to  them  for  his  own  principles^  but  which 
certainly  imply  no  cenfurc)  and  I  think  he  can- 
not but  conclude  with  me,  that  unitarianifm  was 

confidcred  in  thofe  times  in  a  very  diffe real  light 
from  what  it  was  afterwards^  and  is  now. 

Juftin  alfo  particularly  meations  his  having  no  ob* 
je&ion  to  hold  communion  ^ith  thofe  Jewiih  chrif« 
tians  who  obferved  the  law  of  Mf  fcs,  provided  they 
did  not  impofe  it  upon  others.  Dial.  p.  23*.  Now 
who  could  thofe  be,  but  Jewiih  unitarians  i  for, 
agreeable  to  the  evidence  of  all  anti<^uity,  all  the 
Jewiih  cbriflians  were  fuch. 

It  is  truly  remarkable,  and  may  not  have  been 
obfenred^by  you,  as  indeed  it  was  not  by  my- 
fclf  till  very  lately,  that  Irena^us,  who  has  written 

*  Tint  cireiimfttnce  iimt  throw  (bme  light  oa  the  inflage 
ia  Jmm,  in  which  he  fpenki  of  the  fibionites  as  anathematized 
folely  on  aecoont  of  their  adherence  to  the  Jewifh  law.  Tho 
E&tonitet,  at  leaft  maoy  of  them,  would  have  impofed  the  yoks 
of  the  Jewifh  law  upon  the  Gentile  chriAians,  they  wouIj  noi 
couimunij;i:t"  with  thofe  who  were  not  circumcifed,  and  of  courfc 
thcfe  could  not  communicate  with  them  i  fo  they  were  neceiTarily 
in  a  line  of  excommunication  with  rcfped  to  each  other.  This 
uouM  dli'o  be  the  cnic  with  the  Cerinthians  as  well  as  the  Ebio- 
nites,  and  thcrctbrc  Iciom  mentions  them  together,  the  reparation 
of  communion,  with  refpetl  to  both  anljng  from  the  obfervancc 
of  the  law  of  ■Vlofcs  J  though  Jcrom  might  write  ungnardciily, 
a<  hr  r        did,  in  confounding  the  cafe  of  the  CeriathiiOA 

(q       9»         does  wiUi  ihu  of  th^  ^bioaiici, 
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fi>  large  a  work  on. the  lubjei^  of  hfirefy,  after  the 
time  of  Julluif  and  ia  &  councry  where  it  is  prubable 
there  wtre  fewer  unitarians,  again  arid  a^ain  cha- 
ca^rizes  them  in  fucb-a  manner,  as  makes  it  cvir 
deot,  that  even  be  did  not  confider  any  other  perw 
fons  as  being  properly  heretics  bcfides  the  Gnoftics. 
He  expreiies  a  great  .didike  of  the  iibionices ;  but 
chough  be  appears  to  have  known  none  of  them 
bcfides  tliofe  who  denied  the  miraculous  conception, 
he  never  calls  them  heretics.  I  had  thought  that 
in  one  paflage  he  had  included  them  in  that  appeila* 
tioD;  but  obferving  that  in  his  introdudion,  and 
Other  places^  in  which  he  fpeaks  of  heretics  in  gnural^ . 
beevidently  meant  the  Gnoftics  only,  and  could  not 
carry  bis  views  any  farther,  I  was  led  to  reconfider 
that  partkular  piflage,  and  I  found  that  i  had  been- 
piidaken  in  my  conltrudion  of  it. 

All  heretics/'  he  fays,    being  untaught  and  ig* 

^  norant  ot  the  ulfpenfations  of  God,  and  clpc  ially 
of  that  which  relates  to  man,  as  being  blind  wich  re- 
fped  to  the  truth,  oppofe  their  own  iai  vation ;  fome 
introducing  another  father  befides  the  maker  of 
the  world,  others  faying  that  the  world  and  the 
^  matter  of  it  was  made  by  angels,*'  ficc.  and  after 
mentioning  other  fimiiar  opini{;ns,  headd^,  "others 
not  knowing  the  difpenfation  of  the  virgin,  fay 
^  that  he  ( Jefus)  was  begotten  by  Jofeph.  Some 
**  fay  that  neither  the  foul  nor  the  body  can  receive 
eternal  life,  but  the  internal  man  ooly%'M  e« 
that  they  denied  the  refurredion. 

*  Indoftt  omnet  heredci,  et  ignoraates  di^ofitibnes  Dei, 
Hialcsi  ejus  quae  eft  fecttttdam  bomtnem  difpenfationis,  qoippo 
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'  Now  as  Cerinchus,  and  Carpocrates,  and  Other 
Gnoibcs>  denied  the  miraculous  conccptiont  as  well 
as  the  Ebiooitcs,  and  all  the  reft  of  this  defcriptbny 
both  be  lore  and  after  this  circumftancc,  evidently 
belongs  to  the  Gnoftics  only,  and  as  in  no  other 
place  whaiever^  does  he  comprehend  them  in  his 
definition  of  berefy^  it  is  natural  to  conclude  that  he 
had  no  Tkw  to  them  even  here,  but  only  to  thole 
Gnoftics,  who,  in  common  with  them,  denied  the 
miraculous  conception.  If  there  be  any  other  paf- 
fage  in  Irenms  in  which  he  calls,  or  feems  to  call, 
the  Ebionites  heretics^  I  have  overlooked  ic.  The 
Ebionitcs  were  Jews,  and  had  no  communion  with 
the  Gentiles,  at  leaft  that  appears ;  and  Irenxus 
fays  nothing  at  all  of  the  unitarians  among  the 
Gentiks,  who  generally  believed  the  miraculous  con** 
cepdon,  though,  as  appears  from  other  evidence, 
they  conftituted  the  great  mals  of  the  unlearned 
cbrifttans* 

Clemens  Alexandrinus  makes  frequent  mendon 
of  heretics,  and  expreifes  as  much  abhorrence  of 

them  as  Juftin  Martyr  does  but  it  is  evident,  that 
in  all  the  places  in  which  he  Ipeaks  of  them,  his 
idea  of  herefy  was  confined  to  Gnoftacifm*  He  con- 

cxcuricntrs  circa  veritatem,  ipfi  furr  contradkunt  faluti,  AWx 
quidcm  alterum  introducentei  prxter  dcmiurgum  pnirerfi.  .Alii 
autem  ab  angelis  qaibufdam  dlcentes  faflum  clic  munduni, 
r*  fubrrcinliam  ejus,  ^:c.  Alii  autem  rurlus  igaorarucs  X'irgnns 
dUVenfationem,  ex  Jofeph  dicunt  eum  generatumt  Ec  quidam 
quidem  neque  animam  Aiam  ncque  corpus  recipere  pcHe  dicunt 
Intern nm  vitgm,  fed  uuatttm  homineoi  intertorcnit  Lib.  V« 
pip.  jux.  p«  439* 
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fiders  it  as  aa  aiifwer  to  all  heretics  to  prove  thac 
there  is  one  God,  the  almighty  Locd^  who  wat 
preached  by  the  law  and  the  prophets,  and  alio 
ia  the  blefled  gofpel  V  *  He  alio  fpeaks  of  heiefy 
as     borrowed  from  a  barbarous  philofophy  and 
lays  ot  heretics,  that    though  they  fay  there  is  one 
^  God^  and  ling  hymns  to  Chrift,  it  was  not  accord- 
«« ing  to  truth ;  for  that  they  introduced  another  God, 
and  luch  aChrift  as  the  prophets  had  not  foretold*" 
Strom.  Lib.  VI.  p.  675.    See  alfo  p.  54a,  662. 
He  likewife  fpeaks  of  heretics  in  general,  as  having 
a  high  opinion  of  their  own  knowledge,  otn^tp 
yntnmi  %tKnpSlmf .  Scrom.  LtbwVIl.  p.  754.  He  calla 

them  J'o^tffo^o'h  men  who  think  that  they  have  found  the 
fruiby  p*  755*  d^o^o^^p^  %iruf(Avoi,  elated  with  ^ 

B  ecnceit  of  their  knowUdgey  p.  759.  He  (ays  that 
**  hercfy  began  in  the  time  of  Adrian/*  when  it  is 
well  known  chat  BalUidcs,  and  the  molt  diitin-* 
guiflicd  of  the  Gnoftics  made  their  appearance, 
tkrom  Lib.  VII .  p.  764.  He  fays  the  heretics 
went  by  different  names,  as  thofe  of  Valen(inust 
Marcion,  and  Bafilidcs,  mentioning  none  but 
Gnoftics,  p*  765.  It  may  only  be  conjeftuixd 
lhat  lie  meant  the  Ebionites  by  the  Peratia,  enume- 
lated  by  him  among  thofis  who  had  their  dcnomin^. 
tion  from  the  place  of  their  refidcnce.  But  this  is 
the  only  paflagp  in  which  the  word  occurs.  He  never 
includes  the  Gentile  unitarians  among  heretics,  and 
fvcn  your  great  aviU^ority,  Molheiai,  allows  (what 

^KAiAitaaAti  iVTiv^r.-  rati  ttt^itTirtv  ivet  d\uvm<t.i  ^-.ov  )^ 
fe«jttffw  fv«»tA«  ywioi  MMfvyuvii'.   Strom.  Lib.Vt. 
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indeed  he  could  not  deny)  that  the  unitarians  ^ved 
in  communioa  with  the  catholic  church  ia  the  earijr 
ages. 

As  the  (IriA  Ebionkes  held  no  commumon 
with  the  Gentile  cbiiftians,  it  h  very  poflible  that 
Clemens  Alexandrinus  might  inlcrt  them  in  a  cata- 
logue of  heietics,  and  allude  to  them  under  the  naoie 

of  Perafici,  without  intending  any  cenfure  of  their 
dodnnc  with  reipcd  to  Chrift.  BeikieSy  this  was  a 
name  given  them,  as  he  fays,  from  their  place  of  re^ 
iidcnce,  and  therefore  did  not  include  the  unitarians 
among  the  Gentiles. 

It  is  clear  to  me  from  the  attention  that  1  have 
lately  given  to  this  fubjed,  that  even  long  after  the 
doArine  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift  was  dhblillied 
by  councils,  and  the  decrees  of  emperors,  the  com* 
mon  people  were  well  known  to  believe  nothing  of 
the  matter  end  ycr,  if  tliey  mailc  no  diiluibance, 
and  did  not  think  proper  to  fcparate  from  the  com- 
munion of  the  orthodox  themfelves,  they  were  not 
excon  n.uiiicated.  This  may  be  inferred  from  the 
paffage  which  I  quoted  from  Alhanafius  %  but  of 
t  which  you  have  taken  no  notice,  from  which  it  ap- 
pears that  the  unitarians  were  the  oi  -foaaw, 
many.  Ih  the  time  of  TertuUian  they  were  the 
major  pars  eredentium^  the  greater  part  of  believers'^ 
and  in  the  time  of  Origen  they  were  the  t«  «av^9>. 
ih^  multisudi^  and  the  ra,  ^an^ji  the  multitudes. 

I  amj  &c. 
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LETTER  VU. 

Of  ibe  JlqiL  of  Ucrefj  ui  the  time  of  TertuIUan.  , 

■  ■  . 

Rev.  S1R4 

TOOTHING  csm  well  be  more  evident  than. 

that  TertuUtan  reprefcnts  the  great  body  of 
unlearned  chriflians  in  his  time  as  unitarian39  and 
even  holding  the  doctrine  of  the  trinity  in  great 
abhorrence.  It  is  hardly  p  iiliblc,  in  any  form  of 
words,  to  defcribe  this  llatc  ot  ihings  more  clearly 
than  he  does.  Indeed,  with  refpedt  to  this  you 
are  pleafed  to  make  iome  conccflion,  though  by 
00  means  fuch  a$  the  cafe  requires. 

I  muft  confefs>  Sir,"  .you  fay,  p.  74.  here 
"  fcems  to  be  a  complaint  againft  the  unlearned 
**  chriftians,  as  in  general  unfavourable  to  the  tri- 
nitarian  doctrine but  you  add,  <^  the  conw 
plainc  is  of  your  own  railing.    Tertuilian  will 
vouch:  but  for  a  fmaU  part  of  it.    Sim^  per* 
"  fins  J  Ciy»  Tertuilian  (not  to  -call  tbem  ignorant 
and  idioSsJ  who  always  make  the  majomy  of  b^^: 
tiivtrs^  hitaufo,  the  rule  of  faith  itftlf  carrUs  us 

am  ay  from  the  many  gods  of  the  heathens,  to  the 
'*  one  true  God ;  not  underjtanding  that  one  God  i^ 
inditi  to  be  belitved^  ini  mtb  an  oicomomv  (or 
arrangement)  Jtartle  at  the  aiconomy.  They  take 
1/  for  grantod  that  tie  nambor  and  difpqfttion  of 
« the  trinity  is  a  divifwn  ofihe  unity,   ^hey  preHnd 

"  that 
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shal  iwo^  and  even  three  are  praacied  iy  emd 
imagine  that  they  tbemf elves  areibe  werjbippers  ef 

one  God.  Wey  tbey  faj/^  bold  ibe  monarciy.  La- 
tins  have  eangbt  up  tbe  ward  ifONii&CBf  Gneb 

*•  wiil  not  underjiand  oecoxomia.    Let  our  au- 

"  thor's  words  be  thus  exactly  rendered,  and  you 
will  find  in  them  neither  cooiplainc,  nor  ac- 

•*  knowledgmcnt,  of  a  general  prevalence  of 
the  unitarian  dodrine  among  chriftians  of  any 

**  rank.  Tcrtullian  alleges,  diat  what  credit  it 
obtained  was  only  with  the  illiterate,  nor  with 
,  all  the  illiterate,  but  only  thofe  who  were  igno- 
rant,  and  ftiipid  in  the  extreme.  To  preclude 
the  plea  ol  numbers,  he  remarks,  that  the  illite- 
rate  will  always  make  the  majority  of  believers. 
Some  fmplc  people,  he  fays,  take  alarm  at  the 
notion  of  a  plurality  of  perfons  in  the  unity  of 
the  godhead/' 

Here,  Sir,  I  complain  of  two  grofs  miircpre- 

fentations  of  your  author,  the  firft  refpecls  the 
number  of  thefc  iinipie  people,  and  the  i'econd  the 
degree  of  their  fimplicity,  or  as  you  call  it  ftupi* 
dity.  Whoever  Tcrtullian  meant  by  the  Jimplkes 
and  the  idictdt,  for  any  thing  that  appears^  he 
meant  the  whole 'body  of  them.  His  language 
is  general,  and  unlimited,  and  therefore  you  arc 
altogether,  unwarranted  in  your  limiurion  of  it 

to  fo^ne  of  i hem,  I  really  wonder  at  your  affurance 
in  this.  I  am  far  from  conftruing  Tcrtullian 
rigoroufly,  and  am  ready  to  allow  that  fime  of 
\\Kk /tmplices  and  idiots  might  profcfs  to  believe 

the 
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the  doAriae  of  the  trinity,  tlwugh  ho  lays  no^ 
thing  of  it but  making  all  rcafonable  dedu£tion& 
Oft  this  account,  he  afferx^  a  palpable  falkhood> 
and  againft  himfelf,  if  a  very  great  majority  of 
thefe  fiiiiplices  and  idiot.t^  were  not  unitarians* 
On  the  whole,  it  is  impoiiibk  not  to  infer  tiQiu 
this  paflage,  that,  in  the  time  of  Tertullian,  the 
great  body  of  unlearned  chriftians  were  unita^ 
riansi  and  that  they  were,  fo'  ia  part  from  their 
conltruftion  of  the  regula  fideiy  or  the  creeds  to 
wiiich  they  gave  their  aflent  at  baptifm.  Tliey 
even  regarded  the  dofb-ine  of  the  trinity  with 
honor,  as  nothing  Icfs  than  iJolatiy,  enjoining- 
the  worlhip  of  more  gods  than  one.  -  Common 
fenfe  can  put  no  other  conftruAxon  on  this  paf^ 
lage,  and  TertuUian  is  far  from  being  fingular 
in  this  acknowledgment*  It  k  made  in  ditfei^^ 
citt  modes  by  feyeral  of  the  fathers,  even  later 
than  the  age  of  TertuUian. 

In  the  next  place,  I  complain  of  the  d^ee  of 

ruiiplicity,  or,  as  you  call  it,  ftupidity  with  which 
you  charge  thelc  unitarians.  TertuiliaA  calls 
them  idiotsef  which  you  render  ideossy  and  this  yon 
have  the  affurance  to  call  an  exa^  tranjlcticn.  You 
fay,  p.  91.  that  I.confult  only  the  erdiMory  lexicMs; 
Pray,  Sir,  in  what  lexicon  or  didlionary,  ordinary 
Or  extraordinary,  did  you  find  this  fenie  of  the 
term*  idiofay  in  Latin,  or  iJiv%i  in  Greek  i  Can 
you  produce  any  pafiage  in  an  ancient  writer 
in  which  the  word  has  that  meaning  i  I  will  ven^ 
ture  to  fay  tbacit  properly  fignifies  an  nnlearued 
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maiiy  or  a  perfon  who  has  not  had  a  learned  or 
liberal  educacion.  But  fuch  perions  may  have 
as  good  fenic  as  thofe  who  have  had  that  advan^ 
tagc^  and  may  judge  as  truly  concerning  the 
great  principles  of  religion  as  the  moft  learned* 
The  dodrine  of  one  God,  or  two  Gods,  requires 
no  knowledge  of  the  learned  languages,  and  you, 
Sir>  perhaps  vould  havie  tinderftood  chriftianity 
no  worfe,  if  you  had  never  heard  of  the  Farmcnida. 

4 

I 

It.  is  m6{t  natural  to  interpret  the  langu^  of  ; 

any  writer  by  the  ufe  of  it  in  other  writers  of  the 
iame  age, ,  charaAer,  and  profeflion.   Now  the 
tranflator  of  Iren«tjs  certainly  ufcs  the  word  i 
idiola  (UtolMf  no  doubt,  in  the  original  Greclc) 
for  an  unleatind  man,  without  the  kaft  reference  | 
to  any  weakncfs  of  underftanding.    Speaking  of 
the  heretics,  who  bo^d  of  their  knowledge,  he 
fays,  lib.  V.  cap.  xx.  "Non  contemplantes  quamo  i 
pknis  fit  idiota  religiofus  a  blafphemo  et  im-  ' 
pudentc  fophifta  2  Not  confidering  how  muck 
W  better  is  a  religious  and  unlearned  man,  than  a 
blafphemous  and  impious  fophift."  Certainly 
ym  Would  not  render  it  d'relipoks  ideot,  for  ideots 
are  Incapable  of  religion.    I rom  the  ^laf/^kniy 
here  afcribed  to  heretics,  who  wereGnoftics,  you 
inaf  alfo  take  a  hint  for  the  right  tinderftaiidiflg 
of  the  (juotatiua  from  Juilin. 

» 

'  Theodoret,  in  his  explanation  of  i  Cor.  xiy .  t6* 

lays,  that  "  by/e^fo1r»'  was  meant  a  layman,  be- 

*^  caufe  it  is  the  cu&om  to  call  thofe  U'tH^  who 

"  were 
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were  not  engaged* in  war;''  meaning)  perhaps^ 
thofe  who  had  no  public  employments***  Ope»* 
ra^  vol.  III.  p.  191 » 

Our  tranOators  of  the  New  Teftament  had  a 
very  different  idea  from  yours  of  the  meaning  of 
the  word  /J^/Wjw .  For  in  A&s  iv*  13.  we  read  that 
when  Peter  and  John  were  examined  beiore  the 
High  Prieft,  and  his  kindred,  "  they  wondered  at 

their  boldnefs^  becaufe  they  perceived  them  to 
**  be  i/iVJ*.'  but  it  is  not  rendered  ideots^  which 
would  have  been  abfurd  enough,  but  unearned 
and  ignorant  men.   In  i  Cor.ziv.  the  word  occurs 

three  times,  and  is  always  tranflatcd  unlearned ; 
and  in  a  Con  xi.  6.  Paul  calls  himfelf  and 
lie  could  not  he  fuppofed  to  have  called  himfelf 
an  ideoi.    It  is  there  rendered  rudi. 

One  of  your  proofs,  p*  8j.  that  iimtarianifm 

-^as  profcribed  in  the  primitive  church  in  the 
time  of  Tortullian,  is  his  faying  that  tlie  regida 
Juki  in  his  treatife  di  PrafcripH^ne  wa^  the  belief 
of  all  chriflians.  But  every  writer,  if  we  wifli 
not  to  cavil,  but  to  undcrlland  his  rea^  meanings 
*  rnuft  be  interpreted  in  a  manner  confident  with 
hirafclf.    It  is  a  degree  of  candour  that  is  due 

all  writers  1  and  what  you  ftrongly  plead  for  in 
the  cafe  of  Eufebius.  Now,  concerning  ^hat  wc 
ngw  call  tbi  afoftUscrted^  Tertullian  expreflTes  hiiiv- 
iclf  in  fiich  a  manner  (in  his  treatife  de  Virgimhis 

ydnndis)  as  gives  us  clearly  to  underft  r.nd  that  this 

waa  aU  that  was  aeceOary'  to  the  faith  of  a  chrif- 

F  tian* 
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tian.    This  creed  might  be  fubrcribed  by  aojr 

unitarian  who  believed  the  miraculous  concep- 
tion. The  other  creed,  therefore^  wluch  is  not- 
the  apoillcs,  muft  be  his  own  comment  or  expo- 
fition  of  the  proper  regulajidiii  or  creed  (and  in- 
deed it  has  aH  the  appearaniDe  of  a  comment,  as 
may  be  fceir  by  the  comparifon)  and  all  that  we 
can  conctode  from  it,  is  that  it  contains  his  own 
opinion,  which  is  weU  known  from  his  writing* 
in  general. 

To  prove  that  the  figula  jfidei  in  die  treatife  4i 

Prajcripiione  was  the  belief  of  all  chriftians  in  that 
age,  you  mult  prove  that  it  was  the  creed  that  all 
chriftians  gave  their  affent  to ;  and  this  aflent  wa» 
only  given  at  the  time  of  bapdfin.  But  that  re^ 
gula  fidii  (which  fuppofcs  the  pre-exiiicncc  of 
Chrift)  is  no  where  to  be  found  but  in  this  particu* 
larpaffage  in  the  writings  of  Tcrtttltian  j  whereat 
that  which  is  called  tb$  cfofiUs  cmd  is,  with 
fome  variations,  frequently  mentioned,  and  is 
known  to  have  been  the  only  creed  that  was  ufed 
at  baptifm  in  die  rime  of  TertuUiant  and  long 
afterwards. 

That  Tertuilian  alluded  to  none  bjat  the  GaoS^ 
tics  in  the  regulafidei  of  his  treatife  di  Pr^firip^ 
iiom  is  evident  from  every  claufe  in  it,  and  from 
the  objed  of  the  work^  which  refpeds  the  Gnos- 
tics only,  the  unitarians  being  only  occafionally 
and  flightly  mentioned  in  it.  Though,  there- 
fore^  a  fingle  feature  in  this  account  is  fouad  iB 
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the  unitarians,  as  well  as  in  the  Gnoftics>  it  is  the 
whole  cbaraSer  that  we  are  to  attend  tOj  and  not 
that  feature  in  particular. 

In  ail  other  places  in  which  I  have  found  Ter- 
tullian  to  fpeak  of  berefy  in  general^  it  is  moft  evi-* 

dent  thaC  liis  iclt^as  wi*ni:  no  fdrther  tlKin  to  the 
opinions  of  the  Gnoftics,  except  that  he  once 
calls  Hebion  a  heretic,  and  then  he  exprefsly* 
makes  his  herefy  to  coariil  in  his  obrciyaace  of 
the  Jewiih  ritual 

«^  Herefies,"  he  fays>  "  do  not  differ  from 

•*  idohitry,  having  the  fame  author,  and  the  fame 
"  work  with  idolaters  i  for  that  they  make  an- 
*•  other  God  againft  the  creator ;  or,  if  they  ac- 
"  knowledge  one  creator,  they  difcourfe  of  him 
"  in  a  manner  different  from  the  truth  j  •  Here- 
tics,**  he  fays,      deny  that  God  is  to  be 
feared  J",  which  agrees  with  his  faying  that 
the  heathen  philofophers  were  the  patriarchs 
**  of  herefy§,**  for  they  held  that  doftrine   but  it 
was  very  remote  from  any  thing  that  is  ever  laid 
to  the  charge  of  the  unitarians. 

•  Ad  Galatas  fcrihcns  invchhur  in  obfervatorcs  et  dcfenforct 

p.  2!4. 

t  Ncquc  ab  Idolalria  diflare  hicrcfes, cum  ci  aut^orls  ct  operu 
ejurdem  fini  cuius  ec  idolatria*  Deum  auc  fingunt  alium  ad- 
vcrfus  creatorera,  auc  fi  unicum  creatorem  conAtentur,  aliter 
turn  diilerunt  ^u^m  in  vero.   De  Fr3:fcnpuone»  f.  XL.  Upeu 

t  Nfgant  dcum  timendum.    De  Prxf.  f.  XLiii.  p.  218.  , 
^  Hxreiicorum  patrUrcbs  piulofophi.  Ad»  Herm.  f.  viil* 
p.  256. 

F  2  *^  Heretics/* 
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**  Heretics,'*  he  fays,  afibciated  with  the  magi^ 
with  fortune-cclkrsy  with  aftrologers»  with  phi* 
'  "  lofophers;  being  actuated  by  a  principle  o£ 
^*  curiofity  ;  fo  that  the  quality  of  their  faith  may 
be  judg^  of  from  .their  manner  of  life  i  for 
difcipline  is  the  index  doctrine 

The  whole  of  this  account  b  inconfiftent  with 

TertuHian's  confidering  unitarians  as  heretics,  but 
much  more  is*  his  laying,  that     the  Valentinians 

were  the  moft  numerous  of  all  the  heretiCsf,'* 
and  that     the  heretics  had  nothing  to  do  with  their 

difcipline.  Their  want  of  communion/'  he  layst 
**  fliews  that  they  are  foreign  to  us"^.**  Fer  it  is 
molt  evident  that  thoie  whom  he  calls  Jimfliccs  and 
idiota^  were  ranked  by  him  among  the  credentes^  or 
Idievers.  They  were  even  the  major  pars  credejuium^ 
though  unitarians,  and  liolding  the  doArine  of  the 
trinity  in  abhorrence. 

Let  any  perfon  judge  from  the  whole  of  this,  if 

it  mull  iiot  have  been  inconfiderate,  at  kail,  in  Ter- 

\  Notata  etiam  fant  comineida  bmtleonui  cam  magtSf 
i|iiaxii  pluribus,  cam  circalatoribait  can  allralogisy  era  flS^ 
Ibpbts,  ciiriofitati  Ictlicet  deditis.~»Adco  et  de  feacve  cpb- 
verfationit  qoaHtsu  iidd  xftijnari  poceft ;  'doMas  indea  di^ 
ciplma  eH.  Die  Praefcriirtione,  f.  XLiii.  p.  si8. 

t  Valentiniani  frequentiiTimuni plani  collegium  iaier  iicre- 
tlcos.   Ad.  Valem.  f.  i.  p.  250. 

X  Hseretici  autem  nullam  habent  confonium  iioftns  dlfci* 
plinac,  qttos  extraneous  utiqlue  ttftatur  ipfii  idoaptio  eoauaa* . 
nicaiioaia*  Dt  Baptiliao^  f.  xfw  p.  ajo. 

tuttiAny 
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cuUian,  and  inconfiftencwith  himielf,  to  call  diofc  per- 
foDS  hereiics,  who  could  not  fubfcribc  to  that  form  of 
the  cited  which  hickidcs  the  ankle  of  pre-exiftence, 

and  which  was  nut  aHcatcd  10^ at  bapcifm* 

Tertulliaa  aUb  recites  the  articles  of  the  creed  in 
t  thiid  form*  in  his  booic  againft  Praxeas.   But  as 

ki  the  former  he  evidently  had  a  view  to  the  Gnodics 
00I79  to  in  tbist  he  bad  a  view  to  the  opinions  of 
Prazeas,  whom  he  was  refuting.  This,  therefore^ 
as  well  as  the  other,  though  delivered  in  the  form 
of  a  creed,  and  faid  to  be  held  by  all  chriftians,  cto 
only  be  confidered  as  his  own  comment  upon 
ic,  and  as  containing  his  own  opioioa.  It  is  as 
follows; 

*•  We  believe  in  one  God,  but  under  that  dilpeu- 
^  iation  which  we  call  the  aconomf  \  ib  that  there  is 
^  alfo  a  fon  of  this  one  God,  his  word,  who  proceeded 
**  from  himt  by  whom  all  things  were  made,  and 

without  whom  nothing  was  made  that  was  made  ^ 

that  he  was  fent  by  the  Father  into  a  virgin,  and  * 
"  of  her  bom  man  and  God,  the  fon  of  man,  and 

the  ion  of  Gcidt  and  called  Jefus  Chrifts  that  he 
^  fuffered,  died,  and  was  buried,  according  to  the 
"  fcriptures  ^  that  be  was  raifed  by  the  Father,  and 
^  taken  up  into  heaven;  that  he  fits  at  the  right'- 
«  hand  of  the  Father,  and  will  come  to  judge  the 
« living  and  the  dead  \  who  thence,  according  to 
^  his  promife,  feat  from  the  Father  the  holy  fpirit^ 
•*  the  comforter,  and  the  fanftifier  of  the  faith  of 

F  3  *^  thofc 
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« 

^<  ttiofe  who  believe  id  the  father^  the  fon,  and  die 

« 

Let  the  impartial  reader  then  judge,  whether  we 

are  not  more  likely  to  find  the  genuine  proper 
creed,  which  was  confidered  as  containing  tht/aisb 
fif  all  cbrifttMs^  unmixed  with  any  peculigropintoos 
of  Tertqllian's  own,  in  the  treatife  de  Virginibus 
Velandis,  in  which  he  is  not  oppofing  ortbadoxj  to 
beterodcx)\  but  fimply  fai$b  to  fr^^Ue. 

1  am  really  furprized  that  you  fl.ould  lay  fo  much 
firefs  on  the  teftioKuiy  of  Tertullian,  admitting  it 
to  be  clear  and  uniform,  which  ir  is  far  from  being, 
and  alfo  on  that  of  Eufebius,  with  refped  to  the 
general  faith  of  chriftians  even  in  their  own  times, 
and  ipuch  more  in  times  preceding  them;  when  it 
is  fo  common  for  men  to  reprefent  the  opinions  of 
thofc  whom  they  efteem  as  the  fame  with  their  own. 
Every  man  ihouid  be  heard  with  caution  v^heo  k 

UnicwB  quiden  dcoai  eredimtity  faf)  hac  tam^  ^Sfye^ 
latioce  quam  crconcmiam  dicimus,  at  itnici  del  fit  et  llipi 
iermo  ipiius,  qni  ex  ipfo  procefTerit,  per  quem  omnia  Mm  (mt, 
et  fine  qoo  fiiaam  eft  nihil ;  hone  mifibra'a  patre  in  yirpntm, 
et  ex  ea  natnm  homi'nem  et  deum*  filtnm  honinis  et  |liam  diit 
et  cognoininatuni  Jefnm  Chriftntn.  Hancpaflbn,  imncpor- 
tiiQm«  et  fepuhum,  fecandom  fcriptunfr  et  lefofcitatom  i 
patre,  et  in  ath»  refunptom.  Mere  ad  dextram  patrii,  vea* 
curum  jadicart  vivos  et  inortooa,  qni  exifide  miferit,  (ccoadsm 
promiffionem  foam,  a  patre  fpiritttm  faoaum,  paracleran* 
fandificAtorem  fidei  eorom  qui  crednnt  in  patrem  et  filiamet 
fpiritam  fanAum.  HanC  regulam  ab  initio-  evangelii  dececflr- 
rifle*  &€•  Ad.  fraxeam*  f.  ii.  p.  591, 

praifes 
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f^saiies  himicif  ^  and  what  he  ikys  ia  one  place 
ifaould  be  compared  with  what  -he  fays  in  anocliert 
4ind  cfpecially  whac  he  drops,  as  ic  were,  accident* 
ally^  and  when  be  was  oflF  his  guard.  As  I  faid  be-  , 
fore,  •*  their  evidence  in  ihefe  cafes  is  not  to  be  re- 
garded,  unlcfs  they  bring  ipoie  (ufEcient  proof  of 
^  cbeir  affertiom.*'  , 

Had  TcrtulUan,  Origen«  and  others,  thoaght 
%nore  highly  of  the  emmn  people  than  they  did,  wc 
ihould  probably  never  have  known  from  ihem  what 
their  opinions  were.  But  happily  ior  us,  they 
thought  meanly  of  them,  and,  without  being  aware 
of  the  u(e  and  value  of  the  information,  have  given 
m  fufficient  lights  into  this  very  important  drcom^ 
ilance  in  the  hiftory  of  thctr  times.  But  in  this,  as 
well  as  in  feveral  other  refpeA*,  yoix.  Sir,  have  been 
led  into  feveral  miftskes  through  your  ignorance  cvF 
bum^  nature  i  the  knowledge  of  which,  and  a  due 
attention  to  it,  would  have  been  of  much  more  far^ 
vice  to  you  in  xhcfe  enquiries,  than  your  knowledge 
4>f  Creeks  in  which,  however,  I  do  not  perceive  that 
<^'ou  greatly  abound.  This  ignorance  of  human  nature 
appears  in  your  infifting,  p.  174,  that  if  1  adn^it  the 
evidence  «f  £u(ebiiiis  for  ttie  ^xifteoce  of  the  EbicH 
liites  in  the  time  of  the  apoftles,  I  muft  admit  bis 
teftimony  to  their  condemnauon  of  ihem* 

As  Tlieodotus  wlio  appeared  in  nhe  time  of 

Ttriullian  is  called  a  heretic  in  the  appendix  to 
TertulUan's  book  Prafcripiione i  1  think  ic 
probable  that,  after  his  excommunicatUMii  be  formed 

}f  ^  a  church 
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a  church  of  pure  unitarians  and  might  be  the  fir  ft 
who  [ct  up  a  feparace  place  oi  woribip  on  that 
account,  and  therefore  was  denominated  an  birak 
in  the  origiiial  fcnfe  of  that  word  i  apd  this  cir- 
cumftance  might  give  rife  to  the  opinion  th^  Ib 
was  the  firft  who  taught  the  doAripe. 

When  Euitbius  wrote  io  as  evidently  to  fuppole 
chat  the  Ebtonites  exifted  in  the  time  of  the  apoftles, 
you  lay,  p.  J73,  "  I  cpnfider  it  as  an  haily  alTertion 

of  a  writer  over  zealous  to  overwhelfn  his  adver- 
*•  fitty  by  aiitboriclbs/'  I  fufpedt  that  he  may  have 
been  guilty  of  foinething  like  this,  when  he  laid 
tl»t  1  heodot{is  was  excommunicatrd  by  Vidor  on 
account  of  bis  unitarian  principles.  That  he  wa9 
excomm^aifated  I  admit,  but  that  his  unitarian 
principles  was  the  fole  ground  of  his  excommuoi* 
cation,  I  have  feme  doubt,  confidcring  your  own 
idea  of  the  credit  of  the  wicnels,  which  indeed  i$ 
pretty  much  the  lame  as  my  own. 

Iam»  &c« 


t 
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LETTER  VUL 

Of  Origens  idea  of  Herefj.  , 
Ret.  Sir, 

"Y^l/T  HAT  I  have  faid  conceroiog  Clemens 
Alezandrinus  and  TeitoUian,  is  trae  alfo  of 

.  OrigeD,  and  thele  writers  may  help  to  explain  each 
odien  No  man  cook  more  pains  to  inculcate  the 
doftrine  of  the  Ugos  than  Ori^n,  and  he  thought 
meanly  of  thofe  chriftians  who  did  not  adopt  it»  con* 
fideriog  them  as  pf  an  inferior  rank ;  but  1  believe  he 
never  clafles  them  with  hcreucs  j  and  whenever  lie 
fpeaks  ot  btrttics  in  general^  he,  as  well  as  ail  pre- 
ceding writers,  evidently  had  a  view  to  theGnoftic$ 
only.  Sec  his  Commentary  on  Matt,  vol. -J.  p.  156, 
SS9>  .2129  287^  475,  and  many  other  pa£Ciges  in 
his  writings^ 

In  his  treatife  entitled  Philofopbumena^  which  is 
the  firft  of  bis  books  againft  the  heretics,  it  is 
evident  that  he  con fidcred  nunc  in  that  light  bcfides 
die  Gnoftics,  fee  p.  6.  8.  and  16.  of  that  work,  as 
|»iblilhed  by  Wolfius,  at  Hamburg,  in  1 706.  *  , 

In  one  place  he  evidently  confiders  the  unitarians 
and  heretics  i^rately,  as  two  diftin&  claifes  of 
men  %  but  iuppofcs  that  the  unitarians  confounded 
the  perlbns  of  the  father  and  die  fon,  on  which 
account  they  were  called  PatripaJJians.  But  not- " 

withftanding 
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withftanding  the  evil  that  he  fays  of  chemj  he  ^Jcoow- 
ledges  chac  they  adhered  to  that  opinkm  as  thinkii^ 
that  k  ciid  honour  to  Chrift,  as  on  other  occafions 
iie  afchbcs  it  to  their  regard  to  the  ooc  true  God 
the  Father.   "  Wc  are  not/*^  (ays  hc^    to  confider 
thofe  as  takiog  the  part  of  Chrift  who  think 
falfclf  concerning  lum,  out  of  an  idea  of  doing 
^'  him  honour.   Such  are  thofe  who  confound  the 
ic  intelled  of  the  Father  and  the  Son,  diftinguilhing 
their  iubftance  in  idea  and  name  only  ^,  and  aUb 

the  heretics^  who,  out  of  a  defirc  of  fpcaking 
magnificently  concerning  him,  carry  their  bia(^ 
*  ^  phemy  very  high,  evrn  to  the  maker  of  the 
^  world,  are  not  on  his  fide*.'* 


It  is  evident  to  me  that  in  the  time  of  Ongen, 
viz.  the  beginning  ot  the  third  century,  thedoftnoe 
of  the  divinity  of  Chrift  was  fo  tar  kom  being 
generally  received,  except  bv  the  bifbops  and  the 
more  learned  of  the  clergy,  that  it  was  conikl«  f€d 
as  a  fublime  do6lrine,  proper  Indeed  for  peribns 
who  had  made  advances  in  divine  knowledge,  but 
not  adapted  to  the  vulgar,  who  were  content  widi 
the  plab  dofirine  of  Jcfus  Chrift  and  him  crucified^ 

■ 

*  Om  Muin^  yitf  fir«i  tz-rtf  «iu7v  mc  t«  <^Hr/M  ^p«f«mv 

m'0piifdL  }y  To>  ViO*,  th  iTi  o.a  //9;>;,  -9  "'"^'C  'f^.  ^t'l,  iftaLifitwlH 

it  tf  Jt4»<  ai5,©:7jc  Tcr /fTwi««yip,     «;nr  VTfp  «»7if •  Coiinmt, 

looking 
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locking  no  farther  than  to  his  humanity,  as  it  is 
delivered  in  the  gofpcU  of  Matthew,  Mark,  and 
Luke.  John's  dbftrine  oF  the  logos  was  thought 
to  be  too  iublime  for  the  generaUty  of  Chriitians. 

No  one/'  fays  Origen,    taught  the  divinity 
of  Chrift  fo  clearly  as  John,  who  prefents  him 
*^  to  us,  laying,  I  am  the  light  of  the  world, 
I  am  the  way >  the  truth,  and  the  life  1  I  am  the 
refurreftion ;  I  am  the  gate ;  I  am  the  good 
ihepherd ;  and  in  the  Revelation,  I  am  the  a*pbm 
and  mega^  the  beginning  and  the  end,  the  firft 
and  the  laft.    We  may  therefore  boldly  fay, 
that  as  the  gofpels  are  the  firft  fruits  (or  moft 
excellent  part)  of  the  fcripturcs,  fo  the  gofpcl 
of  John  is  the  firft  fruits  of  the  gofpels  i  the 
^'  fenfe  of  which  no  perfon  can  conceive  except 
"  he  who  reclines  on  the  breafl:  of  Jefiis,  and  who 
**  can  receive  from  Jefus  his  mother  Mary,  and 
make  her  his  own.   He  muft  be  another  John 
"  who  was  fliewn  by  Jefus  as  another  Jefus.  For, 
*«  he  who  IS  perfeft  does  not  himfclf  live,  but 
"  Chrift  lives  in  him ;  and  fince  Chrift  lives  in 
"him,  he  fays  to  Mary  concerning  him,  behold 
thy  fon,  Chrift  himfclf V 

«  This," 

«r«r«4ri<.  tymu/AS  9  ^vpci,  iym  tifAi  •4^//ujfr  0  jtc(A«#  •  j 


Digitized  by  Google 


7^         LETTERS    TO  THE 

**Thi5,"  fa^s  he^  *  wc  ought  to  undcrftand, 
Aat  as  the  law  was  a  fhadow  of  good  things 

to  con  -  :,  fo  is  the  gofpcl  as  it  is  tind^ftood 
*^  by  the  generality.    But  that  which  John  calls 

the  everUfting  gcfpeh  and  which  may  be  more 
€i  properly  called  the  Jpiniualy  inllructs  the  in- 

tcUigeitt  very  clearly  coacerDtng  the  Soa  of 
*'God.    Wherefore  the  gofpel  rnuft  be  taught 

both  corporeally  and  fpintually^  and  when  it 
^  is  neceffary  we  muft  preach  the  corporeal  gof* 

pel,  faying  to  the  carnal  that  we  know  nothing 
^  but  Jdfas  Chrift  and  him  crucihed.   But  when 

pcrfons  are  found  confirmed  in  the  fpirit,  Sring* 

ing  forth  fruits  in  it^  and  in  love  with  heavenly 

wifdom,  we  muft  impart  to  them  the  logoi  tt-^ 

turning  from  Iiis  bodily  frate,  ia  Uiat  he  was  in 
the  beginning  with  Cod 

•  Therc^ 

mm^y^  r«  a«]4  ImAwmj  «  ref  w^f  /i^rcij^u  A^Ciir  fui 
AiiLinrMr  tiri  rt         l^rup  fCM/«  A«C4ff        Im  w 

tiir  irdftf}er«M0r  IiMtrmr,  ri  oi07fi  t«f  I«r4ri>«r  ^ff;]^'5«rdu 
•f}«  Inj-ar  cixo  Intrn  ju  ystp        o  7t?f  ^  ^ji  kxst/, 

m%ft  av}h  711  N(tfp/«t,  i/ft  0  rs  «  Xpir#«.  Cummentia 
Joliaa,  Tol.  XL  p*  5. 

•  Kelt  Wfo         •:H\  'ay  S^^pnf,  OTI  V^Tif  ^'l  fOU^  GZiA* 

ii«70'><^^Mir«  rotcif  /vAv^trsfi       ^  tva>ytA/tr  caw 


Digitized  by  Gopgle 


ARCHDEACON  OF  ST«  ALBANS.  77 

There  are/*  fays  he,    who  partake  of  the 

"  logos  which  was  from  the  beginning,  the  logos 
«  that  was  with  God,  and  the  logos  that  was 
God,  as  Hofea,  Ifaiah,  and  Jeremiah,  and  any 
others  that  ipeak  of  him  as  the  logos  of  God, 
^'  and  the  logos  that  was  with  hioi  i  but  there 
arc  others  who  know  nothing  but  Jcfiis  Chrift 
and  him  crucified,  the  logos  that  was  made 
«  fleih }  thinking  they  have  every  thing  of  the 
"  logos  when  they  acknowledge  Chrift  accord- 
uig  to  the  tiefh.  Such  is  the  multitude  of  thofc 
who  are  called  chriftians*/' 

"Again,  he  fays,    the  multitudes  (i.e.  the 

*'  great  mafs  or  body)  of  believers  are  indriifted 
^'  in  the  ihadow  of  the  logos,  and  not  in  the 

mvfMriMK  if  ^muATtiuH  XftrictM^ciF  1^  om  fig*  x^n  ta 
trnfutTiKW  K^ww  itMtyyi\ioPp  ^itciL^r^  fe«<Air  ti/i p«i  reif 
$nLfm%9ii  9  Imr  Xftror    rvfosr  fr«tt/p»f(f rvra  ^twiof . 

•^i^y*    Commeat.  in  Jobaa.  vol.il.  p.  9. 

n  7  0V  Koyo^  yiV'.^ajt  -^^0^  efvT^v .  €T?po^      ot  i^n^iy 

iktrtU  lifAll  Inw  Xp*CPF     -n^TCK  csrAup«/xfKo^  Tof  ^fi'd.ufi'OK 

^4px«fL«rer>fi^m^i .  wo  /e  tn  to  cjAji-^^  tcj;'  ^cT/rtuit- 
ir«i  ro/*iCe/^«w.  Comment,  ia  Jobio.  vol.  U»  p.  49- 

«<  true 
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true  logos  of  God,  which  is  in  the  open 
"  heaven*/* 

Thefe  humble  chriftians  of  Origen  who  goc  no 

farther  than  the  (hadow  of  the  logos,  and  the 
JimflUes  and  idiots  of  TerruUian,  were  probably 
the  fimfUtn  credcntium  of  Jerom,  who,  is  wcU  as 
the  heretics,  he  fays,  "  did  not  undcrftand  the 

fcripcures  as  became  their  m^cftf.*'  For  had 
thefe  (tmple  chriftians,  within  the  pale  of  the 
church,  inferred  from  what  John  fays  of  the  logos, 
and  from  what  Chrift  fays  of  himfelf,  ihat  he  was, 
pcrfonally  confidcrcd,  equal  lo  the  father,  Jcrom 
would  hardly  have  laid  that  they  did  not  under* 
ftand  the  fcriptures  according  to  their  majeftjr  s 
fur  he  himldf  would  not  pretend  to  a  perfcfl 
knowledge  of  the  myftery  of  the  trinity.  For 

thefe  fimple  chriftians,  he  fays,    the  earth  of 
"  the  people  of  God  brought  forth  bay^  as  for 

the  herttics  it  brought  forth  tbmrm^.*'  For  the 
•    intelligent,  I  iuppuk,  it  produced  richer  fruits. 

From  all  theie  paiT.iges,  and  others  quoted  be^ 
fore,  efpecially  the  major  ^ars  credentium  of  Tcr- 

fQyi/ojfWJtf  fiUt^9TivtTAt.  Comneat.  in  Joliaii.  vol.  II.  p.  5c. 

t  Quod  dichnr/uper  terram^puH  mei  fpjn^  et  f.rniim  afandent^ 
refcrri  poull  ct  hxrcticos,  et  ad  limplices  qaolquc  crcdrn- 
lium,  qui  non  \ii  fcri^.turam  intelligunt  ul  Lllius  couvcnit  roa- 
jcllati.  UnJe  Ijngula  ringuli?  coaptaviraus,  ut  terra  pop uli  dei 
hn^reticiit  fpinas,  impericu  quibulqje  Tflffiff  fOBOQiil  ^SSmXm  Is 

ii.  juuii.  ao.  OpcfA^  vol.  iVi  p.  ii8»  ^ 

a  tylliao^ 
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tuUian,  I  cannot  help  mferring,  that  the  do£bine 

of  Chrift  being  any  thing  more  than  a  man,  who 
was  crucified  and  lofe  from  the  dead  (the  whole 
doftrine  of  the  incarnation  of  the  eternal  logos^ 
that  was  in  God^  and  that  was  God)  was  conii* 
dered  as  a  more  abftmie  and  refined  dodrine, 
with  which  there  was  no  occafion  lo  trouble  the 
cominon  people  %  and  it  is  evident  that  this  clafs 
of  chriftians  was  much  ftaggered  by  it,  and  ol^ 
fended  when  they  did  hear  of  it.  This  could  never 
have  been  :hc  cafe  if  it  iiad  been  fuppofed  to  be  the 
doftrine  of  the  apoftles^  and  to  have  been  delivered 
by  them  as  the  moft  eflcntial  article  of  chrillian 
faith,  .in  which  light  it  is  now  reprefented.  Such 
terms  as  /cMdalizMre^  expavifiere,  &e.  nfed  by 
TcrtuUian,  end  rufAirffiiv  by  Oi  igcn,  can  only  apply 
to  the  cafe  of  feme  navel  and  alarming  dodtrine^ 
ibmething  that  men  had  not  been  accuftomed  to. 
In  the  language  of  Origen,  it  had  been  the  cor- 
prtalgojpil  only,  and  not  this  JpiritmU  and  mjfie* 
rim  one  that  they  had  been*  uught. 

I  am,  &c 


1-ETTER 
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1.    E    T    T    E    R  EL 

♦ 

Of  the  light  in  which  the  Unitarians  were  confidiird 
in  later  ages^  and  of  the  fiate  of  ibe  common  pecfU 
at  all  times » 

« 

Rev.  Sir, 

TT  appears  from  what  has  been  advanced  in  the 

preccuiag  letters/thati  whatever  might  be  the 
opinionof  themore  learned  c]iri(lians»andof  coiuie 
that  of  the  writers^  the  bulk  of  the  common  peo- 
ple were  not  brought  to  a  belief,  or  rather  a  pro- 
{cBion,  of  the  dodiirine  of  the  trinity  till  a  prettf 
hue  perioci  j  and  that  if  they  did  not  of  them- 
felves  leave  the  coinmuoion  of  the  orthodox, 
and  raifed  no  difturbance  in  the  church,  thef 
were  connived  at.  In  fadt,  they  were  coaiidered 
by  the  more  learned  as  fimple  ignorant  people 
who  knew  no  better,  and  who  acquiefccd  in  the 
doSrineof  the  fimple  bumamty  of  Chrift,  becauic 
they  were  incapable  of  comprehending  that  of 
his  divinity^  and  the  fiibliiv^e  doftrinc  of  three 
perfoBS  in  one  God.  This  muU  have  been  the  caSc 
with  the  01  «o/Aa/,  ibe  many,  or  multitude,  of  Atha- 
naiius* 

This  writer,  confidcring  the  violence  of  his  cha* 
rafier,  fpeaks  of  the  unitarians  with  a  good  deal  of 
tendemc&  on  account  of  the  difficulty  of  under- 
1  Aanding 
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(boding  the  dodlrine  of  the  trinity.   In  my  former 

letters,  I  quoted  a  pafiagc  from  him,  in  which  he^ 
repreicnts  them  as  the  ot  «^oMo/»  she  many^  and  per* 
funs  t>f  a  low  underftanding,  but  by  no  means  as 
perfons  oup  of  the  church.    Contrafting  them  with 
the  Gnoftics  and  the  Arians,  be  fays^    fome  perfons 
"  confidcring  what  is  human  in  Chrift,  feeing  him 
**  thirfting,  labouring  and  fullering,  and  dcgiading 
him  to  a  mere  man,  fin  indeed  greatly ;  but  they 
•*  tiKiv  readily  obtain  forgivenefs,  if  they  repent, 
"  ailcdging  the  wcakncfs  of  the  flefh  j  and  they 
have  the  apoftle  himfetf  adminiftering  pardon  to 
theiu,  and  as  it  were  holding  out  his  hand  to 
**  them,  while  he  fays,  Truly,  greai  is  the  m^ery  g/ 
"  godlinefs^  God  was  manifejl  in  the  fiejh 

^  According  to  Him  many  peribns  within  the  pale 
of  the  church  niufl  cither  have  been  umtattans,  of 

have  believed  the  dodrine  of  the  trinity  without  un- 
derftandiog  it,  which  in  faA  is  no  belief  at  all.  Being 
confulted  what  was  to  be  done  with  refpeft  to  the 
fprcad  of  the  dodrine  of  Faulus  Samojatenfis ;  after 
acknowledging  that  perlbns  of  low  ufkUrftandi$^ 
were  chiefly  infcdted  with  it,  and  quoting  what 

*  Ota9  TtHff  iff  T«  «v^f«TmCAlTor1ii,  il^^i  tot  xopior 

T«l  /«  o/j'«<  TAy^iui  ^iTay  i:'cc<rKOVTli  KdLVLCff.V^t¥  ff\fyyf»fi,nu 

^'T^TOKov  auyyi'i^l^flV  Mjoii  vi^ovTA,  ;^  otoni  yji^a  avToii  iv 
^iyuf  sjcTfriPofr«t  on  ^  o/xoA.3>»jLcffi»«         sri  to  rns 
«w(reCi:a;  fti/rQf lor,  '^ff^  t^ttFff ivdii    ffttfKt.  lu  iUod  £van- 
|clii  CJaicunquc  tiixtnt,  &cJ   Opera,' TOl.  1.  p.  975. 

G  Paul 


I 
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Paul  fays  of  the  great  myfiery  cf  godUnefs,  Cedmm^ 

feft  in  the  flejhy  he  ia>s,  "  thofe  whu  underlbnd 
iht  fubjcd  accurately  are  few,  but  all  pious  per- 
fons  may  hold  the  faith  delivered  to  them*/' 
But  what  kind  of  holding  nuift  it  be,  when  they 
had  no  peited  undailanUiog  of  what  they  held. 

Gregory  Nazianzen  alfo  reprefents  the  comraoa 
people  as  excufeable  for  their  errors,  and  fafe  froffi 

liui  being  UiipGi^J  Lo  kiuiinize  into  things  j*. 

I  have  alio  oblerved  many  inftances  in  writers  fo 

late  as  Chryroilcmi,  who  notwithftanding  the  pre- 
valence of  a  different  mode  of  treating  unicariaoSi 
uie  the  term  heretics  in  its  andent  and  proper  (enfe, 
for  the  Gnoftics  only.  Here  I  lhail  content  myiclf 
with  one  from  Athanafius.  He  fays,  The  belt* 
"  tics  make  to  themfelvcs  aiiother  maker  cf  the 
"  univerff,  bcfides  the  Father  of  our  Lord  Jclus 
Chriftt^'  Indeed  Atbanafius  confidered  the  pro- 
per unirarims  in  a  more  favourable  light  than  hediJ 
cither  the  Gnoilics,  or  the  Arians.  See  Open^ 
vol.  I.  p.  973.  977,  978. 

*  Oil  liV^  UiV  eLK^tCllAV  aUTIff  gTl^MT£il'  chr^^'V  £ri,  7;*l  /i 

Incamstione  contra  P«  Samefsu  Opm,  vol.  1.  p.  59s, 

^  To  i  ui\*  yaf>  7^  hAu  '*a'/a  av  ^)  cvyy tr&^jy,etu r rrro 

Oper«»  vol.  .  p.  j88. 

Xfir«*   De  (acaroauonc.  Opera,  vol.  L  p«  55* 

Cyra 
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Cyril  of  Jerudilem  complains  of  heretics,  both 
unitarians  and  -Arians,  in  the  bofom  of  the 

thurch.         Now,"  favs  lie,  "  tli.  rc  js  an  apof- 
"  tacy }  for  men  have  departed  from  the  (4ith, 
"  feme  confounding  the  Son  with  the  Father, 
others  daring  to  fay  that  Chrill  was  created  out 
of  nothing;     Formerly  heretics  were  open, 
but  now  the  church  is  full  of  conccukd  hcre- 
tics*/*    The  more  zealous  of  the  orthodox 
biihops  might  do  ibmething  more  than  complain, 
but  in  general  it  may  be  prefumed  that  they  did 
not  trouble  themfelves  about  the  matter* 

Complaints  of  the  fprca.l  of  hcrcfv,  both  that 
of  the  unitarians,  and  that  of  the  Arians,  in  Afia 
Minor,  in  the  time  of  Bafil,  by  htmfelf,  and  his 
cotemporaries,  are  without  end,  Thofc  opinions 
prevailed  more  efpecially  among  the  common  peo* 
pie,  though  many  of  the  clergy  were  alfo  infefted ; 
and  what  is  remarkable,  the  malcontents  com- 
plained loudly  of  his  itmovatiom,  both  with  re« 
f[K'ft  to  ancient  doftrines,  and  aricient  pradlices. 
Jbor  lome  time  Bafil,  csillaXibegreafy  was  obliged 
to  give  way  to  the  ftorm,  and  retire  from  his 
diucefe,  though  this,  it  fcenis,  was  a  dangerous 
ftep  I  for^  according  to  him,  unremitted  vigilance 

tiwAit^lft  MiUfv(AiJLirmf  AtfiTiKmf.  CyrUli.  Catech.  x?«  p,  %Ofi 
See  alfo  p.  5. 

G  a  was 
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vas  ncccffary  to  guard  their  ilocks  from  kuu. 
tlon.    «  If  any  perfon/'  he  fays,    leave  his  dio- 

cde  tor  the  llioricit  tiaiCj  he  leaver  the  coffl- 

men  people  expofed 

1  think  we  may  learn  from  Facundus,  who 
wrote  fo  late  as  the  reign  of  Juftinian,  that  in  bis 
lime  many  of  the  commoii  people!  were  wdl 
known  to  confidcr  Chrifl:  as  a  m^rc  man,  and  yet 
were  not  difturbedon  that  account.  As  thcpaf- 
iage  in  his  writings  from  which  1  infer  this  is  a 
pretty  remarkable  one,  1  lhall  cite  it  a|:  full 
length.  Speaking  of  the  conueiiination  of  Theo- 
donis,  in  whofe  favour  he  is  writing,  he  fays,  that 
«  in  condemning  him  they  condemned  all  thofe 
«  who  thought  as  he  did,  even  though  they  af- 

tetwards  changed  their  opinion.  What  will 

«  they  do  with  Martha,  and  then  with  Mary,  the 
«  fifters  of  Lazarus,  who  were  particular!)  ac- 
«  tached  «o  our  Lord  while  he  was  upon  earth  I 
«  And  yet  both  of  them,  firft  Manh  1,  and  dicii 
«  Mary,  arc  faid  to  fpeak  to  him  thus,  L^i%  if 
«  thou  badfi  been  b  re,  my  brother  bad  W^/ 
«  who,  though  they  thought  tlxat  he  was  the  Son 
«  of  God  who  was  to  come  into  the  world,  yet 
^  would  they  not  have  faid  //  thou  hadji  been  bm, 
"  if  they  had  believed  him  to  be  God  omniprc- 
^  fent.    They  therefore  only  thought  as  Thca- 
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dorus  is  faid  to  have  done,  and  were  excommu-    •  * 

"  nicated  along  with  him  ;  and  how  many  of  this 
kind  do  we  know,  by^  the  writings  of  the  apof- 
ties  and  evangelifts,  there  wrere  at  that  time» 
**  and  how  many  even  now  are  there  ftill  in  t!ie 
comnwnhcrd  of  the  faithful,  who  by  only  par- 
''^tdcing  in  the  holy  myfteries,  and  by  a  fimple 
"  obfervance  of  the  commandments,  wc  fee  pleaf- 
*^  ing  God  I  when  even  the  apoftles  themfelves, 
^*  the  firft  teachers,  only  thought  as  thofe  whom 
"  wc  iec  to  be  included  in  this  condemnation  of 
Theodonis  V 

The  cafe  is  indeed  the  fame,  in  a  greater  or  Icib 
degtee,  at  all  times,  and  in  all  churches.  Quiet 

p'vople  Will  generally  be  indulged  in  ti^.Lir  own 
way  of  thinking,  and  they  arc  only  thoi'e  that 
difturb  others  that  are  themfelves  difturbed. 

*  Condrmnavf runt  omncs  ab  ipfo  in  quern  ilium  itKidinfe 

paunt  crrore  converios.  Ubi  quid  agent  de  Martha  €C 

M2na,  fororibus  Lazaj-t,  qua  familiari  devotione  ipfi  domino 
dam  bic  in  caroc  degcrit  adhxferunt.  £t  (amen  utrnque*  id  tSt^ 
prius  Martha,  tc  deiode  Msria,  Irf  Itur  iUi  <ltxi/!c»  Dornlne 
ii  foiUcs  hie  frater  mens  non  fdilTec  mbrtuas.  Q|«  Hctt 
credertni  qacMlipieeflet  Alius  Dei  qui  in  mondum  veniiTet^ 
taoien  non  dicerent  ^  fmffu  hie,  fi  earn  cogDofcerent  ficnt 
Deum,  ubique  cfTe  prcfeBtein.  Eadem  ergo  rapaerniit  qiue 
dicitar  fapuiffe  Theodoraa,  et  cam  Theodoro  fimal  anithema* 
tifrtx  funt.  £t  quancos  vel  eo  tmporc  in  evaageliis  etapof. 
tollcis  fcriptis  talcs  fuiife  cognovimui?  Q^antos  etiam  nunc 
Udes  in  grege  iideliam»  ibla  fiin£torum  myileriorum  partid- 
PAtioiie»  et  £mplici  prxceptorum  obedicntia,  placeotes  Deo 
vidimos ;  cum  et  ipfi  primi  paftores  ejus  Apoftoli  fio  aliqatudo 
fapQeront,  quot  omnes  cum  Theodoro  vidimus  in  hoc  anache- 
matecondemnatos*  Prodefenfione  uium  Cupitolwott,  Lib. 
X.  c»  YiL  p.  i6a* 

G  3  Is 
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Is  It  not  well  known  that  there  are  both  Arians 
and  Socinians  members  of  the  church  of  En^* 

land,  and  even  among  the  clergy  themielvc^  i 
and  yet  if  they  can  reconcile  it  to  their  own 
minds  to  keep  in  communion  with  a  trinitarian 
church,  there  are  no  attempts  made  to  moleit 
them*  ZcJous  as  the  beads  of  the  church  are 
(from  tiic  ..1  chdeacons  to  the  archbiHiop")  for  the 
purity  of  its  tenets,  tlicy  think  proper  to  con- 
nive at  thefe  things,  and  fo  they  did  in  an  age 
more  zealous  than  this.  The  excellent  Mr.  Fir- 
min  was  not  only  an  avowed  Soclnian,  and  in 
communion  with  the  church  of  England,  but  in 
habits  of  intimacy  with  Tillotfon,  and  iome  of 
the  (noft  diitinguilhed  churchmen  of  his  time* 

Atprefent  there  are  Arian  and  Socinian  writers 
within  the  pale  of  your  church>  aad  yet  I  dare 
fay  it  never  occurred  to  any  archdeacon,  biihop, 
or  archbiihop,  that  it  would  be  proper  to  excom- 
municate any  of  them  for  the  part  they  have 
aAed.  Such  a  thing  as  this  might  hot  have 
paiTvd  fo  eafily  in  the  time  of  Theodofius  i  but 
even  then  I  make  do  doubt  but  that  perfons  who 
could  conu  H  themfelves  wiihout  difturbing 
others^  would  not  have  been  moleiled. 

You  and  I  are  both  agreed  that  perfons  who 
do  not  i/ona  fide  hold  the  acknowledged  tenets  of 
any  church  (i  meanfuch  great  and  diftinguilhed 
ones  as  tliofe  relating  to  the  chjc^  of  v:oTjbip\ 
ought  to  withdraw  themfelves  from  it,  an4 
pot,  by  continuing  in  communion  with  itj 


Digitized  by  Google 


ARCHDEACON  OF  ST.  ALBANS,  87 

to  coQACenancc  ics  errors.  But  how  many  are 
there  who  do  not  fee  the  thing  in  the  fame 
light,  or  whofc  habits  and  prejudices  are  liich, 
that  they  cannot  bring  themfelves  to  a<9:  as  we 
think  every  principle  o{  honour^  4s  well  as  o{  yeH- 
^ioH  didates  i  and  yet  I  cannot  agree  with  you, 
if  you  (hould  fay  that  all  fuch  perfons  are  hypo- 
crites, and  infincere,  doing  what  chey  themfelves 
know  and  feel  ^co  be  wrong.  They  have  excufes 
which  I  doubt  not  fatisfy  their  own  minds,  though 
they  do  not  fatisfy  me.  Great  allowance,  no 
doubt,  is  alfo  to  be  made  for  the  force  of  habit^ 
and  even  for  a  natural  timidity.  There  are  many 
Erafmus's  for  one  Luther,  many  Dr.  Clarices  for 
oneWhifton,  w  name  v/hich,  notwithilandiiiLr  t!ic 
weaknefs  of  his  judgment  in  fome  things,  ought 
never  to  be  mentioned  without  refpefit,  on  ac- 
count of  his  almoll  fingular  and  unpajraJWed 
uprighcnefs. 

As  to  the  cr,mmon  peopUy  the  idioi^e  of  Tertul- 
lian,  we  generally  fee  that,  as  they  are  not  inno- 
vators in  doctrine,  they  go  to  public  worlhip 
where  they  have  been  ufcd  to  do,  without  any 
nice  difcriipination  of  what  is  traafad:ed  there; 
and  the  obfervation  will  generally  apply  to 
the  bulk  of  the  inferior  clergv.  When  Henry 
VIII.  reformed  the.  church  of  England,  how 
inaiiy  joined  him  in  it,  who  would  never  have 
declared  chemfelves  dilfenters  from  the  eftablilh«» 
cd  church?  The  church  is  now  trinitarian ;  but 
iiippofing  that  an  Arian  or  Socinian  parliament 

O  4  (which 
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* 

(which  is  a  poflible  cafe  in  this  inquifitive  and 

fickle  age)  fliould  change  the  eftablifhed  religion 
in  that  relpect,  how  many  do  you  think  of  the 
clergy  (excepting  thofe  who  poffefs  the  ranlc,  the 

knowledge,  and  the  zeal  of  Archdeacons,  cx:c. 

andalfo  thofe  whom  you  would  place  in  xh^dngs 
ef  metbodifmy  p*  62.)  would  become  diflenteisi 

efpeclally  if,  as  was  often  tl^.c  cafe  m  former 

times,  they  had  no  alternative  but  a  phioa  widi 

a  good  confcience,  or  their  prefent  emoluments 

without  one.   I  rather  think  they  would  contrive 

to  keep  both,  and  foon  make  themfelves  perfefily 

eafy  in  their  new  fituation. 

« 

With  refpeft  to  the  common  piopU  in  general, 
fettled  as  you  may  think  them  to  be  in  the  doc- 
trines of  the  church  of  England,  perpetually 
hearing  of  three  per/ens  and  one  Ged^  and  daily 
making  their  refponfes  to  the  holy  blejfed  and  glo* 
rious  trimly  i  yet  could  they,  without  any  pre- 
paration, or  difcuffion,  hear  Mr.  Lindfey's  re- 
foi  iiied  liturgy  read  to  them  by  their  ufual  mi- 
nifters,  and  no  Archdeacon  ihould  found  the 
alarm,  but  they  were  to  take  it  for  granted  that 
all  was  done  by  order  o(  thcir/upcriorsy  and  there- 
fore rights  I  dare  lay  the  peace  of  few  pariihes 
would  be  much  difturbed  by  it. 

Thefe  confiderations,  which  are  founded  oa 

fuch  a  knowledge,  of  human  nature  as  we  may 
learn  from  all  hiftory,  and  our  own  daily  obfcr- 
vation^  may  render  it  credible,  that  the  majority 
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of  the  common  people,  the  idieta  of  TcituUian, 
thougli  noc  the  tdeois  of  Dr.  Horfley,  might  be 
unitarians,  and  yet  continue  in  communion  with 

the  church  after  its  forms  became  trinltarian, 
eipecially  as  they  would  not  become  fo  all  at 
once.  In  the  moft  ancient  liturgies^  you  know, 
there  were  no  prayers  addreffed  to  Chrift  1  and  as 
che  members  of  chriftian  focieties  were  not  re- 
quired to  fubfcribc  to  any  thing*,  there  was  no- 
thing that  they  were  expected  to  bear  a  fart  in, 
concerning  which  they  might  not  be  able  to  fa« 
ti:>iy  themfclvcs. 

I  am^  &:c. 

« 

LETTER  X. 

Of  the  Rotation  from  Atbanqftusi 
Rev:  Sir. 

T  T  b  with  very  little  eflFe£t,  indeed,  that  you  cavtl  at 

my  quotation  from  Athanafius,  and  the  defence  I 
made  of  It.  To  every  impartial  reader  it  difco vers 
how  extremely  averfe  the  Jews  were  to  the  do£trioe 

of  the  divinity  of  Chrift  i  and,  to  borrow,  a  word  from^ 

•  In  the  times  in  which  the  doftrine  of  the  trinity  was  moll 
ftgitaied,  fome  of  the  more  zealous  bifhops  propofed  the  l^ictne 
(rud,  and  other  tefta,  to  thofe  'who  were  in  commttnion  with 
them ;  bat  even  theo  dib  praAice  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  general. 

you 
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you  and  Mr.  Badcock,  to  what  management  the 
apoftles  were  reduced  ia  divulgii\g  this  oSeofivc 
dodlrine  to  them.  I  have  nothing  to  oifer  in  addi- 
tion to  what  I  faid  on  that  fubjcd^  e:icept  that  I 
have  no  obje&ion  to  your  rendering  wKty^  « 
gocd  reafcn^  inilead  oi  a  jjlaujlblc  pretence,  for  I 
doubt  not  that  it  appeared  a  very  good  realoa  to 
Atbaoafius,  who  had  nothing  better  to  fuggeft. 

Athanafius,  however,  by  no  means  (lands  fingic 
in  his  view  of  the  prejudices  of  the  Jews*  and  of  the 
.  condudt  of  the  apoftlcs  with  rcfpcft  to  thcirj.  Epi- 
'  phanius,  as  quoted  above*  fhews  Iiow  prevalent  the 
doArine  of  the  (i mple  humanity  of  Chrift  was  at 
the  time  that  John  wrote*  There  are  alio  paiiages 
in  feveral  of  the  Fathers,  and  efpecially  a  great 
number  in  Chryfoiiom,  by  which  we  clearly  per- 
ceive that  their  ideas  of  the  condud  oi  the  apo^ks 
was  precifety  the  fame  with  that  which  1  have 
afcribed  to  Athanafius ;  and  as  it  is  poffible  tint  by 
a  difierent  kind  of  inftin&»  my  rapid  glances  may 
have  difcovercd  more  paffapes  of  ihis  kind  than  have 
occurred  to  you,  in  the  adual  reading  and  Jludj  of 
all  the  authors,  I  (hall  here  produce  one  of  them 
from  the  picfacL  to  his  Conuneniarics  on  the  Book 
cff  Ads. 

Aft^r  trcatin::;  pretty  largely  of  the  condutft  of 
the  apoltes  with  refped  to  their  infifting  on  the 
doArine  of  the  refurre^icn  of  Chrift,  rather  then 
liiatoi  his  divinity^  immediately  alter  the  dcfcent  of 
tlic  Holy  Spiritt  he  Jays,    As  to  the  Jews,  who  had 

ciaiiy 
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daily  heard,  and  been  taught  out  of  the  law.  Hear 
0  Ifrael^  the  Lord  $by  God  is  one,  Lord^  and  bejides 
Um  ibere  is  no  ctberi  having  fccn  him  (Jcfus) 
•*  nailed  to  a  crofs,  yea  having  kili-d  and  buried 
him  thenifelves,  and  not  having  leen  hun  rifcn 
again,  if  chey  had  heard  thac  thisperfon  was  God, 
equal  to  the  Father,  would  not  tiicy  have  rc- 
jeded  and  fpuroed  at  it/'    I  want  words  in  £ng- 
li(h  to  exprefs  the  force  of  the  Greek,  in  this  place. 
The  Latin  trsnllator  renders  it  nonne  max i me  omnes 
ah  bis  verbis  abborruiJfcHP,  ac  refilijfent^  et  oblatraf' 
funt.    •*  On  this  account,**  he  adds    they  (the 
apoitles)  brought  them  forwards  gently,  and  by 
flow  degrees,  and  ufcd  great  art  in  condcicending 
to  their  weaknefs*.'* 

In  bow  different  a  light  do  Cryfoftom  and  you 

reprcfent  the  fame  thing.  According  to  you,  the 
Jews  were  always  fuiiy  perfuaded  that  their  Mel^ 
fiah  w^s  to  be  God,  equal  to  the  Father;  and  there- 
fore, after  the  apoftles  had  perfuaded  them  that 
Jefus  was  the  Meffiah,  they  had  nothing  to  appre* 
hend  from  their  attachment  to  thj  dodrinc  ot  the 

tnra  r*  Wf*»,  Aitwf  U^^^  KVfioi  0  ivpt  >  iff  tsty^J^ 

i^da  Horn,  i.  Opeia,  vol.  VUI*  p.  447* 

unity 
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unity  of  God,  and  had  no  occafion  for  any  art, 
or  management  with  rcfped  to  it.  However,  their 
view  of  things,  I  doubu  nor,  Mfiifitd  Athanafius, 
Cbryibftoa),  and  others,  who  lived  nearer  to  thok 
cimest  than  the  prefent  Archdeacon  of  St.  Albans,  to 
account  for  the  great  number  of  unitarians  among  tlic 
early  Jtwifh  chriftians.  Nor  could  they  wonder  at  the 
fame  among  the  Gentiks,confidering,  as  Athanafius 
does,  tliat  ihcy  could  only  learn  chriitianicy  Irom  the 
Jews ;  and  it  would  have  anfwered  no  end  for  the 
apoilies  to  have  fpoken  with  caution  to  the  Jews, 
and  with  openneis  to  the  Gentiles.  Bpfides,  accord- 
ing  toCbryfoftom,  the  Gentiles  were  not  much 
better  prepari  J.  to  receive  the  tiuelrinc  ot  the  ilivi- 
luty  ot  Clirilt,  than  the  Jews  themfelves. 

In  (be  fame  paflage,  part  of  which  I  have  quoted 
above,  alter  obkrving  .that,  if  the  apoilies  had  not 
<ondu(5ted  themfelves  in  this  cautious  manner  with 
rcfpeft  to  the  Jews,  their  whole  dodrine  would  have 
appeared  incredible  to  ihcm,  he  adds,  and  at Atheos 
*^  Paul  calls  him  ( Jefus)  fimply  a  man^  and  nothiog 
"  farther,  and  for  a  good  reafon.  For  if,  when 
"  they  had  heard  Chrift  hioifeif  fpeakingof  hiscqua* 

lity  to  the  Father,  they  would  on  that  account  have 
"often  (loncd  !nni,  nnJ  called  h  m  a  blafphcmer ; 

they  would  hardly,  therefore,  have  received  this 
"  doftrine  from  fiflicrmen,  efpecially  after  fpeakirg 
♦*  of  him  as  crucified.    And  why  do  I  fpeak  of  the 

Jews,  when  at  that  time,  even  the  dilcipks 
**  of  Chrift  himfelf  were  often  difturbed,  and  fcan- 
**  daiized  at  him,  when  they  heard  fublime  dcc- 

^*  trines  \ 
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trihcs  ;  on  which  account  he  faid,  1  iiave  many 
things  to  Liy  to  you,  but  yc  are  not  yet  atk 
bear  them.     And  if  they  could  net  bear  thtl'c 
things  who  had  lived  lb  tong  witlv  him,  and  had 
received  fo  many  myllcrics,  and  feen  fo  nianv 
miracles,  how  could  men  from  their  altars,  and 
idols,  and  facrifices,  and  cats,  and  crocodiles } 
«  for  fuch  was  the  worfhip  of  the  heathens !  Buc 
«*  being  firft  brought  off  from  thcfe  abominations, 
they  would  rcadilv  receive  thtir  diicouik  cua- 
^  ceriung  more  fublime  doctrines 

But  we  find  no  trace  of  cither  Jews  or  Genti'es 
having  received  thefe  fublime  dodrines  tliat  Chry- 
foftom  alludes  to  in  the  age  of  the  apoftles.  Nay 
he  himfclf  reprefeats  the  apofilc  Paul  as  obliged  to 
ufe  the  fame  caution  with  refpe£t  to  the  jews,  when 
he  wrote  the  Epiftlc  to  the  Hebrew?,  which  was  fa  • 
late  as  A.  D.  62,  about  two  years  before  his  death. 

(JLU0V  -wf pi  rnf     Tdf  »«7 ipditf'oTijT^,  ht^Avtu  mAXcUtf  W  - 

aMitLV  7^70'/  7CV  ?  oy  o;     c^ctJ'To,  iu  thto  lov  retypes  lypci/fi^pii- 

ftf-iuer/AAi^orTo  .  ^Ti*  T»Ta  tAe^t  'aroAA^t  t;^»  Atyf »r  tffitf 
pnTi»^ »     TM'eevTeft  ^<ce«'«fcfr«i  '^«eufA«rii,  'vah  eer5p:;)Xo/  «Tf 

/0yfui7#r  f /i^flirTa  Ao^vf,  Ibid. 

2  And 
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And  if  the  body  of  tiie  Jewifli  chriftians  were  at  thalf 

time  unitarians,  c.ui  it  btr  thought  probable  that 
they  became  criaiuurians  ioon  aUerwards?  if  the 
apoftles  themfelyes  had  not  fucceeded  in  this  bufi- 
nelsy  which  required  equal  addrds  and  authority, 
who  elfe  csin  be  fuppofed  to'have  done  it  i 

Chryfoftom  reprefents  the  apoftle  as  beginning 
his  cpiftle  to  the  Hebrews  with  faying,  that  •*  it 

*^  was  God  who  fpake  by  the  prophets,  and  by  his 
<^  fon^  and  not  that  Cbrift  himfelf  had  fpoken  by 
ihcm,  becaufe  their  minds  were  wc^k,  and  they 
^*  were  not  able  to  bear  the  dotthne  concerning 
«•  Chrift*^*'   He  even  fa?s  that  "  when  he  thcwf 
fpeaks  of  Chrift  as  above  the  angels,  he  ftiil 
fpoke  of  his  humanity.''   Scc^**  fkys  he»  ^<  hit 
•*  f^reat  caution^  of  a  thf  ^tmrn  rnp  *m9>xm,  ib.  p,  1 755, 
the  very  expreilion  ufed  by  Achanalius  on  a  fimSaf 
oecaiion,  and  which  you  thinlc  I  have  not  rendered 
rightly,  and  luve  miftakcn  the  fenfc  of  the  paflagc, 

g^ijT^¥  n.'ctC  Cfyi'^VycfJy   >^  yJ^itA)    AK^S'.il/     vJ'l'-i.       7 a.  'Or ft  T» 

Xpirv,  p»9i9  •  ^fc^  cTi  cii  7  b  iAtfAuffiF.  in  Heb.  cap.  i.  Opera* 
vol.  X.  p.  1756.  i.  e.  See  how  pmdendy  be  fpoke :  Itir 
«  Iw  faid  God  fpake  diovgh  it  was  hinfeir  that  fpake ;  bet 
**  becaufe  their  minds  were  weak  and  they  were  oot  able  to 
•*  bear  the  things  concerning  Chrirt,  he  fays  God  fpake 

N.  B.  The  (  K  )  ID  ihe  fccond  cl^itfe  of  this  pai- 
{nfjc  moft  l»r  inffrtpc)  by  miilakc  for  (  y^^  )  or  fome  other 
particle,  as  it  contradids  what  11  faid  in  the  do^e  of  the 

fcntcncei  aad  the  obtious  feaie  of  the  whole. 

though 
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tiiougb  Beaufobre,  the  popifti  tranflator,  and  I  Ihall 
now  add  Dr.  Lardner,  ail  underftood  it  as  I  do. 

It  was  the  general  opinion  of  the  Fathers,  as 
may  be  learned  from  Epiphanius  and  Jerom,  quoted 
iibuvc,  that  it  was  Jolm  vvlio  firil  jirerxhcd  the 
do&rine  of  the  divxnity  oi  Chnit:  explicuiy,  and 
that  when  Matthew,  Mark,  and  Luke,  wrote  their 
gofpcls,  the  chriilians  in  general,  but  more  efpecially 
the  Jews  among  them,  were  not  prepared  to  receive 
a  doftrine  of  fuch  fublimity. 

Chrylbilom  rcprefents  al!  the  preceding  writers 
of  the  New  Teftament  as  "  children,  who  heardt 
but  did  not  underftand  things^  and  who  were 
**bufy  about  chcefc-cakes  and  childiili  fports* ; 

but  John,  be  lays,  taught  what  the  angels  them- 
"  fclves  did  not  know  before  he  declared  it  f 
and  he  reprefcnts  ihcm  as  liis  mod  attentive  au- 
ditors.   Opera,  vol.  viii.  p.  '2.       Leaving  the 
Father/*  he  fays,  p.  1 1,  "  he  [John]  difcourfcd 
concerning  the  fon ;  becaufe  the  father  was 
known  to  all,  if  not  as  a  Father,  yet  as  God, 
**  but  the  unbegottcn  was  unknown  J/* 

Obferving 

<^1oHirI«/,  ^  *^ypft«t/ti  -zrctiiv/cct.  In  Johao.  i.  Upcia,  vul, 
Vlll.  p.  2. 

t  A  for  /f  ayyi>  ot        ir  rilw  y%f^^cu  n^uvaM  •  ft*<3* 
y^f  Jin  4^  »79i  J^iA  Tiff  Imtmt  f«i       J^i  mptmr  ifuedor 
ATfp  iyimfAiK  In  Joliaii  i.  Opera,  voK  VIII.  p.  9. 
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Gbkfving  cbac  u$  the  keginmi^  was  iin  kgtt, 
kc  Qifs,  ^  This  was  not  preached  innncdiaicly, 

for  the  world  couid  not  bear  ic  1  l^e  cvangc- 
^  lifts  Matthew,  Mark,  Loke,  and  John"  (dus 
laft  is  infcrttd  by  ff  u.c  rr.iiiake)      when  ihcy 

began  the  preachmg,  fpake  at  adiftancc,  and 
•*  DOC  immediately  what  became  his  dignity^  bot 

Wiiac  wai  couvcnient  for  their  hearers 

Of  die  diree  firft  eraogeKfts,  he  fays  rhat 
^  they  all  treated  of  the  fielhly  difpeniation,  and 
(iiendy,  by  his  miracles^  indicated  his  dignity. 

The  dignity  of  the  logos  of  God  wa^  hid,  the 
•*  arrows  ngainft  the  btrccics  were  concealed,  aod 

the  fortification  to  defend  the  right  faith  was 

not  railld  by  the  pious  preaching.  John,  thcrc- 
"  fore,  the  fon  of  thunder,  being  the  laft,  ad- 

ranced  to  the  doftrine  of  the  legos,**  or  the 
divinity  of  Chrift  |. 

Audio 

df**,  •  /«  /<cf •>fiif  wyMll^^  la  JshMK  Opera,  toI.  VilL 
p.  II. 

•xpr^frtK.  DaSigtllit.  Opera,  vol.  VI,  p.  171. 

I   \\a,h<  »v  %^ufi}<Tiiv  IK  7Jir  ruf  0-tfp;(S>  oiKSTdjUitf,  j 

pff^m  /i«  r»t»  ^  tw^A'J#r,  iTr^pi^er  rar  tf^iAr.  Fji- 
flrrtfTi  #1  if^  TV        K§yu  Fxpvrtm  /§  t» 

^•^O*^  N.     Tkc  tcufe  xaf  the  pifefc 
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Auftin  writes  to  the  fame  piirj  ofe,  And  if 
there  be  any  other  things  which,  to  thofe  who 
rightly  underftand  cheiHi  intimate  the  divinity 
of  Chrift,  in  which  he  is  equal  to  the  Father, 
**John  almoft  alone  has  given  them  in  bia 

«  -ufpcl*.'* 

Theodoret  ob&rves,  that  in  the  genealogy  of  Chrift 
given  by  Matthew,  this  writer  did  not  add  accordmg 

we  fiejh^  **  becaufc  the  men  of  that  time  would 
not  bear  it,*'  evidently  meaning,  that  they  would 
thereby  have  been  led  into  a  fufpicion  that,  in  the 
idea  of  the  writer»  he  had  fome  higher  origin,  and 
would  have  been  offended  at  it  %  but  the  apoftle 
Pa.;i,  he  lays,  could  not  avoid  thjt  expreffion  in  his 
EpiiUe  to  the  Romans.  He  adds,  that  before 
his  deaths  not  only  to  the  other  Jews^  but  to  the 
"  apoiUes  themfelves,  he  did  not  appear  as  a  God, 
*^  nor  did  his  miracles  lead  them  to  torin  that  opi- 
^'nxon  of  htmt.''   This  writer  alfo  fays  that  the 

ab^'Iutely  requires  «JcpuxT?7o  and  not  ^.z^'^viiiTo  In  hot\ 
tue  ciaufes,  and  in  the  latter  11  i«  ib  leodered  by  the  Latin 
iraiiilatofy  though  aot  in  the  former.  Tli«  obiervattoo^  thac 
ibe  fir  ft  vciAki  ia  the  gofpel  of  John  are  a  refutation  of  all 
kereiies  it  common  with  the  Fathers.  No  perfon,  except 
one  who  is  pretty  well  converfant  with  tlleiii»  Cin  ilnagiao 
how  often  tfeofe  vetfei  occur  in  their  wtiiingf » 

*  £t  6qna  alia  func,  qus  Chrllli  divinitatem,  in  <|ua  ae(lua!is 
eipatri,  rede  intelligentibus  intimenc,  pene  folus  Joannes  in 
cvaagj|Uo'iiio  poiuiu  i^uftin  de  Confeafu  £vanaeMarttin» 
Opera;  voU  iv.  p.  374. 
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apoftk  Paul,  in  meouoaiag  tiie  jiibj&^oa  a*  CatjSt 

10  the  f  acber,  in  fais  Epiftie  to 

ot  liim  more  lowly  tb^ 


accouRC  ot  coor  weaknri's     i  Cos.  » 

And  yet  you.  Sir,  who  have,  ek>  doubt  read, 
COfifideied,  and  y&<ianfidCTcd,  all  ibefe  paiages, 
and  many  more  Lua  i  can  produce  to  i^^c 
purpoici^  can  Uy^  p»  9^  Tbc  de&e  of  mlinaiCtr 
^  iog  the  Jewst  not  the  fiear  of  6Bka£og  doDt 
^  was  dic  moiivc  with  the  apotUes  propouad* 

log  firft  wkn  ivaa  the  cafieft  id  be  iiDikt&wd» 
^  and  chc  moft  likely  to  be  admitted  and  even 
add,  you  caiMiot  read  without  aftooiihaaeiii^ 
I  fliould  fuppofe  that  Aihanafiiis  SDeaaft  ID 
thai  tlK;y  were  afraid  of  giving  cflcncc  to  €^  Jw«  i. 

When  we  coaHder  how  late  the  chcce  6A  gol'peb 
were  written,  thelaftof  them  not  long  befbce  chat  of 
Jolin,  \s  'iad\  was  near>  if  not  after  the  dellru&ion  o£ 
JcffolalciD,  and  that»  in  tbe  opiiiiaii  of  tktfe  wMn 
tbo^iN^  mciiliooed}  all  this  caution  and fcrve  jcii 
licixibi  >  on  the  part  of  the  chriftian  teacbos^  dow 
li  U  poffibfe>  that,  ia  tbeir  klea,  the  chriilw 
b  pvnersd  fliould  li^ve  b.-a  well  eftabliih^d  ia  tbz 
bdsti  yl  our  LiQfdi*4  ckviooy  i  is,  ookM  mif  have 
bMft  t»tt  and  opea  leal  OQ  the  pan  ofdr  apotkv 

Wite«  ilttibe  ID  dicttw  dvc  gmU 


IT 
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taught  a  do^ioe,  whichy  according  to  tbem,  tbcf 
were  ili  prej^ared'to  receive.  And  the  hiftory  of 
both  Peter  and  Paul  fufficicntly  prove,  that  the  in* 
fluenoe  of  meie  apoftolkal  authority  was  not  fo 
great  at  that  time  as  many  perfons  now  take  it  to 
^  have  been.  Whatever  powers  they  had,  they  were 
not  confideied  as  l^rds  aver  ibe  faifk  sf  ckrij^ians^ 

The  chriftlans  of  that  age  required  fometlung 
more  than  the  private  opinioo  of  an  apoftie*  They 
required  fomc  lupernatural  evidence  that  his  doc- 
uioe  was  from  God ;  and  we  have  no  account  o£ 
fte  apoftles  propofing  to  them  this  article  of  faith^ 
and  alledging  any  llich  evidence  for  it.  Chryfof- 
tom  fays,  that    if  the  Jews  were  fo  much  offended 
at  having  a  new  law  fuperadded  to  their  former^ 
how  much  more  would  they  have  been  oftcnded 
if  Chrift  had  uught  his  own  divinity/'    May  it 
not  be  fuppofed,  therefore,  that  they  would  have 
tequired  as  panicular  evidence  of  a  divine  reveU- 
don  in  the  one  cafe  as  in  the  other  i  And  what  re« 
markably  ft rong  evidence  was  necefiary  to  convince 
them  that  the  obligation  of  their  law  did  not  extend 
to  the  Geotiies  ?   Wouki  they,  therefore,  have  re* 
ceived  what  Chryfoftem  confidered  as  the  more 
oSeniive  dodrine  of  the  two,  without  any  pretence 
to  a  particular  revelation  on  the  fubjeft  i 

h  may  be  faid  that  all  the  caution  of  which  we 
have  been  fpeaking  was  neceflary  with  refpeA  co 

the  unbelieving  Jews  only,  into  whofe  hands  thefc 
,gOfpels»  and  the  other  writings  of  ^  Tefta* 

Ha  mcn^ 


-  lik.  \  ■  i  ^  *,  J* »  / 
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ment  might  fall.   But  how  impoffible  muft  k  have.* 

been  to  conceal  from  the  unbelieving  Jew5  the  doc- 
trine of  the  divinity  of  Chrift,  if  it  had  beeti  a  fa- 
vourite article  with  the  ieUiving  Jews  f  If  this  had 
been  the  cafe,  it  could  not  but  have  been  known  to  all 
the  world  %  and  therefore  all  the  ofience  that  it  could 
have  given  would  have  been  unavoidable.  So  that 
this  fuppofed  caution  of  the  cvangelifts,  would 
have  come  too  late,  and  would  have  anfwered  no 
purpofc  whatever.  - 

This  caution,  thereforey  muft  neceOarily  have  le* 

fpeftcd  thofe  pcdbns  into  wiiofe  hands  the  gofpcls, 
&c.  were  molt  likely  to  come,  and  who  would 
g^ve  the  moft  attention  to  them ;  and  thefe  were 
certainly  the  beUeving  Jews,  and  the  chriftian  world 
at  large,  and  not  unbelievers  of  any  nation.  And 
we  are  authorized  to  conclude  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  writers  who  have  fpoke  of  it,  of  whatever 
weight  that  opinion  may  be,  this  caution  in  divulge' 
ing  the  doftrine  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift  was  ne- 
ceffary  with  refped  to  the  great  body  of  chriftians 
themfelves,  and  eipecialiy  the  Jewifh  chriftians. 
Confequently,  they  muft  hive  fuppofed  that  at  the 
time  of  thefe  publications,  which  was  about  A.  D. 
64;  the  doctrine  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift  was  not 
generally  held  by  chriftians,  and  that  there  would 
have  been  danger  of  giving  them  great  offence  if  it 
had  been  plainly  propofed  to  them  by  the  apoftles 
themlelves.  At  this  time,  therefore,  it  may  be  in- 
ferred, that  in  the  opinion  of  thefe  writers,  the  chrif- 

tian  church  was  principally  unitarian^  believing  only 

I  the 
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Ae  fimple  humanity  of  Chrift,  and  knowing  no- 
thing of  his  divinicy  or  pre-exilkncc  - 

•  From  the  acknowledgment  which  thefe  ortho- 
dox fathers  could  Aoc  help  virtually  making 
(for  certainly  they  would  not  do  it  unneceflarily 
any  more  than  yourfelf)  that  there  were  great 
{lumbers  of  proper  unitarians  in  the  age  of  the 
apoftles  I  it  feems  not  unreafonable  to  conclude, 
that  there  were  great  numbers  of  them  in  the  age 
immediately  following,  and  in  their  own ;  and 
their  knowledge  of  this  might  be  an  additional 
reaibn  for  the  opinion  that  they  appear  to  have 
formed  of  that  prevalence  in  the  apoftolic  age* 
Would  thofe  fathers  have  granted  to  their 
enemies  fpontaneoufly,  and  contrary  to  truth> 
that  the  Jews  were  ftron^y  prepoffdSed  s^inft 
the  dodrine  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift,  and  that 
the  tmibuians  were  a  formidable  body  of  chris- 
tians while  the  apoftles  were  living,  if  it  had 
been  in  their  power  to  have  denied  the  fa&s? 
The  confeqtience  of  making  thefe  acknowledge^ 
ments  is  but  too  obvious,  and  muft  have  appeared 
fo  to  them,  as  well  as  it  now  does  to  you,  wbich 
makes  you  fo  unwilling  to  make  it  after  them. 

Tou  fay  that  the  unitarian  Jews  mentioned  by 
Adutoafius  were  not  chriftians,  and  that  the  Gen* 
tiles  to  whom  they  taught  the  doctrine  of  the 
humanity  of  the  Meifiah  were  mere  heathen 
Greeks.   "  Haye  you  forgotten,  Sir,"  you  fky, 

H  3  p.  97^ 
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p.  97.  '.'  have  you  never  kno^,  or.  would  yott. 
<'  deny^  what  is  not  denied  by  candid  iAfidel% 
diat  die  expedation  of  a  great  deliverer,  or  be- 
«'  ncfador  of  mankind,  was  univerfal  even  in  the 
^<  Gentile  world^  about  the  tim^  of  o\ir  .Lo«4'S  ap- 
^  pearance."  This,  however,  I  do  verf  much 
queftioni  and  1  ftiould  be  glad  to  knov  the  names 
>f  the  candid  infidels  who  have  «cknowledgedk. 

An  expedation  of  a  Mcffiah  certainly  exifted 
imong  the  Jews^  and  of  courfe  among  their  pro- 
felites  i  but  if  any  fuch  idea  had  been  univ^rfit 
among  the  Gcatilcs,  fo  'as  to  intereft  them  in 
difcuffioAS  about  the  nature  of  this  great  deU^ 
verer,  as  whether  he  was  to  be  God  or  man,  &c* 
we  fhould  certainly  have  perceived  &}tac  traces 
of  it  in  their  writings.  It  might  have  been  cx« 
pefted  that^  on  account  both  of  the  intereftingna* 
twe,  and  of  the  obfcuxityi  of  the  fubje^tt  chert 
would  have  been  difiercnt  opinions  about  it, 
that  it  would  have  been  a  common  topic  in  their 
philofophical  fchools  1  and  that  dieir  hifboriaai 
would  have  given  fome  account  of  the  origin  imd 
foundauon  of  this  yniveifal  opinion*  -  . 

Ypu  will  produce,  I  fuppofe,  Virgil's  fixth 
eclogue.  But,  Sir,  can  you  belirre  -tii^it  eveo 
Vir^l  himfidf  really  expefted  any  fuch  perfon  ti 
be  defcribes  i  The  ufc  that  the  poets  might 
•aalu  of  a  vague  report  of  a  prophecy,  brou^t 
pfobabljr  from  the  call,  ^d  ulnmatcly  from 
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che  Jewilh  Icriptures.  (but  lehouily  believed  by 
no  perlbn  that  we.know  of)  merely  to  ctnbelliih 
a  poem,  is  one  thing;  but  the  actual  aod  univer">  s 
fai  cxpe&atioo  of  fuch  a  perfonj  is  another 

* 

lam,  &c. 


•LETTER  XI. 

Of  the  Time  when  Cbrift  began  to  he  confiiered  as  God^ 

and  the  Opintoji  of  the  ancient  and  modern  Jews 
wUb  reJfeU  to  the  Meffiab. 

Rev,  Sir, 

T  Took  the  liberty  to  requeft  that  you  woul4 
endeavour  to  fix  the  time  when  the  apoftles 
and  primidve  chriftians  began  u>  coaiider  Cfarifl: 
as  God,  or  even  the  maker  of  the  world  under 
God^  taking  it  for  granted,  that  at  the  firlt  tliey 
fuppoied  him  to  be  a  mere  man.  This  I  though^ 
no  perfoa  living  would  have  denied.  That  the 
Jews  »peded  only  a  man  for  their  Mefiiah  is 
clearly  fuppofed  by  Juftin  Martyr,  and  all  the 
chriftian  fathers.  The  Jews  of  their  time  were 
perpetually  objeding  to  the  chriftian  dodrine  on 
account  of  their  making  Chrift  to  be  a  God,  and 
«  I  have  no  doubt^  but  that  the  expedation  of  the 

H4  Jews 
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Jews  at  this  day  is  the  fame  with  that  of  their  aa* 

ceftors  two  thoufand  years  ago. 

Y0.1I9  Sir,  have,  however,  ventured  tQ  deny  all 
this.  Speaking  of  the  apoftles,  you  fay,  p.  107* 
that  '*  from  their  firft  acknowledgment  of  our 
Lord  as  the  Mefliah,  they  equally  acknow- 
ledged  his  divinity.  Theyjews,**  you  fay,  p, 
109.  "  in  Chrift's  days  had  notions  of  a  trinity 
in  the  divine  nature.  They  expected  the  fe- 
cond  perfon,  whom  they  called  the  Logos,  to 
come  as  the  MclEah*.  For  the  proof  of  thefe 
aflfertions  I  refer  you  to  the  work  of  the  learned' 
Dr.  Peter  Allix,  entitled  9"i?^7i^^/^w?^»/  offte  an- 
dent  Jewifo  Church  againfi  the  Umsarians  i  a 
work  which  it  ts  to  be  hoped.  Sir,  you  will 
carduiiy  Uok  through  before  you  fend  abroad 
your  intended  Fiew  ofthed^aruu  oftbifirjt  a^es 
*•  concerning  Cbi:^L'* 

When  my  ftock  of  amufement  from  the  writ* 

ings  of  bifhop  Bull  is  cxhaufted,  which  is  by  no 

•  On  this  fubjcfl  the  opinion  of  the  Fathers  is  unanimous 
snd  agaiaa  Or.  liorilflj.  Tkcjr  hy  indeed  chat  the  dodriae 
of  iht  tmlty  may  be  proved  from  the  Old  TeibmeBt^  bat 
tbai  It  w«i  ddimtd  fo  oblciticly»  on  acooanr  of  tke  pmo- 
peft  of  the  Jewt  10  idplairy»  |bat  they  did  not  ludefllMd  It 
Thcodorct  fayst  Erti^fi  ytip  E^p«wo/<  (ytxt^tv,  ot  yLWw  *gi^^f 

i.  e.  The  Jews  h^d  been  .iccuflomed  to  worlhip  ihc  r.ithcr 
oaly,  and  lor  that  reafon  the  writer  of  ihc  epilUe  to  ike 

f '  Hebrews  was  obliged  to  fay,  3j  kirn  Jit  offer /mffifieit  U 
(iVM«naM/if/*       fieb.  Opera,  foi.  lU,  ^6^. 


•V. 
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means  the  cafe  at  prefent,  I  may  perhaps  throw 
away  a  few  ihtUings  on  this  Dn  AUix*.   In  the 

mean  time,  without  entering  into  a  large  difcuf- 
fion  on  the  fubjed,  I  fhall  only  afk  you  a  queftion 
or  two  relating  to  it,  and  you  may  anfwcr  me  out 
of  Dr.  Allix  if  you  pleal'e.  Inform  me  then, 
if  you  can>  how  our  Saviour  could  poifibly,  oh 

your  idea,  have  puzzled  the  JewiHi  doclors,  as  he 
did,  reducing  them  to  abfolute  fiU  nee,  by  alkmg 
them  how  David  could  call  the  Meffiah  his  Lord« 
when  he  was  his  fon.  Or  dcfcendant.  .  For  if  they 
had  themfelves  been  fully  perfwaded»  as  you  fup« 
pofe,  that  the  Meffiah,  though  carnally  de- 
icended  from  David,  was  in  fa£t  the  maker  and 
the  God  of  David,  and  of  them  all,  a  very  fatif- 
fadory  anfwer  was  pretty  obvious.  Or  without 
aflcing  any  other  queifcion  of  my  own,  what  fay 
you  to  Facundus,  quoted  above,  who  fays  that 
Martlia  and  Mary  would  never  have  faid  to 
Chrift  if  thou  badfi  been  bcrCy  had  they  thought 
*f  him  to  be  God  omniprcfent.**  He  adds,  "  nei- 
"  ther  would  Philip  have  faid  to  him  Shrw  us  ihe 
«^  F^kir^  if  he  had  entertained  any  fucfa  idea^of 
him." 

Facundus  alfo  fays  that  the  Jews  always  had 
expected,  and  in  his  time  did  expeft,  a  mere  man 
for  theif  Mcfliah,  "  They  did  not  know,'*  he 
fays»     that  Chrift,  the  Son  of  God,  was  God, 

^  Soma  accoaot  of  Dr.  Allix't  opiaion,  and  ilfb  of  the 
fOAfaudoo  of.  it  hf  Prideaox  and  Cspelltts,  maj  be  feen  in 
Mr^  Uwifif^  Jfoh^jf  p.  S8.  Note. 

•  but 
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^  but  they  thought  that  Chrift  would  be  a  mere 

man,  which  any  one  vwdy  perceive  that  the 
Jews  at  thii  ume  alio  think*/* 

I  acii  willing)  however,  to  conlider  a  few  of 

the  things  which  you  have  advanced^  in  order  to 
give  (bme  degree  of  plausibility  to  this  ftraoge 
hypoihefis.  "  So  far,'*  you  fay,  p.  107.  "as  they 
"  (the  apoftles)  believed  in  Jefus  as  the  Mcfliah, 
in  the  fam#^  degree  they  underftood  and  ac- 

**  khowledged  hi^  ui\  in!ty.  The  proof  whichJ 
*^  have  to  produce  oi  this  trom  holy  writ  coniiih 

of  too  many  particulars  to  be  diftinftly  cnume- 
*•  rated  in  the  courfe  of  our  picfcnt  corre(pond- 
*^  ence.   I  fliall  mention  two^  which  to  any  but 

a  decided  unitarian  will  be  very  ftriking.  Na- 
**  thaniei's  firft  profeflion^  and  Peter's  confter- 

nation  at  the  miraculous  draught  of  fiihes.  it 
"  was  in  Nathaniers  very  firft  interview  with  our 

Lord  that  he  exclaimed  Rabbi^  tbouart  the  Son 
**  cfGod!  tbou  art  the  king  ofljradi  and  this  de- 

claraiion  was  drawn  from  N.ithanicl  by  feme 

particulars  in  our  Lord's  difcourfe,  which  he 

feems  to  have  interpreted  as  indications  of  om* 
"  nifcience.    When  Simon  Peter  faw  the  num- 

bcr  of  iiihes  taken  at  a  (ingle  draughty  when 
"  the  net  was  caft  at  our  Lord's  command,  after 

a  night  of  fruitlefs  toil>  he  fell  down  at  the 

*  Sed  oon  pfopterea  Chriftum  dei  filloniy  deom  icielMUit} 
Bominem  aatem  parum  arbttrati  fiint  Chrifluiii.^*— (^odedam 
nunc  patantes  Jadam '^ailibet  Tidebit.    JLtb*  IX.  c»p.  oL 

««kncci 


Digitized  by  Google 


ARCHDEACON  OF  ST.  AlBANSi  nf 

knccft  of  Jcfus,  faying,  Depart  from  roe,  for  I 
am  afinful  man,  O  Lord.  Peter's  contlerna* 
tion  was  evidently  of  the  fameibrt  of  vfbidiwt 
read  in  the  worthies  of  earlier  ages,  upon  any 
extraordinary  appearance  of  the  light  of  the 
Shcclinah,  which  was  founded  on  a  notion  thdt- 
a  finful  laortaJ  might  not  fee  God  axui  live.** 

Wkh  reipcft  to  Nathamd's  caHkig  Jefus  d» 

Son  of  God^  this  phrale  was,  io  the  mouth  of  a 
Jew,  ryoonknooi  to  the  Meffiab^  or  Son  Davids 
mid  it  is  fully  explained  by  the  fubfequent  exprcA 
fion  of  Nathaniel  himfelf,  viz.  King  of  Ifrad^  and 
thereforct  the  Jewilh  dodors,  expeding  nodiuffg 
more  in  their  Mefliah  tjian  a  glorious  King  of 
Jfroil^  fuch  as  David  had  been,  could  not  ^ve  any 
Atisfadoly  reafon  why  David  Ihould  dk\  Mm  hord^ 
having  no  notion  of  his  fpiritual  lungdom,  extend- 
ing to  all  maiikmd.  If  the  mere  appeUatioa  Son 
cf  Gody  implies  equalily  "with  Gody  Adam  muft  fatW  ' 
been  a  God,  for  he  is  called  the  Son  of  God,  Luke 
iii.  38.  Solomon  alfo  muft  have  been  God  1  and 
fo  mult  all  chhftians,  for  they  are  called  Sons  of  God. 

%  John  iii.  a.  John  u  1%.  Rom.  ^i*  14*  fhii* 

ii.  15.         *  • 

As  you  are  fo  intknateiy  acquainted  witlh  the  Fa^ 

thers,  you  muft  have  known  the  conftruftion  ths)C 
Chryfollom  puu  upon  the  language  ot  Nathaniel ; 
and  as  he  was  unqueftionably  orthodox,  I  fliouid 
have  thought  that  it  might  have  had  fome  we'ght 
with  you.   He  fays,  that   in  ;his  fpcccb  Nathaniel 
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^  coniefied  ChnBt  as  a  man,  as  appears  by  his  add^ 
»*ing,  'Ihcu  art  the  King  of  IJroiU*  la  John, 
Opei:a,  voL  VUl.  p.  106. 

r  As  to  what  you  call  ommfcience,  you  will  hardly 
fiiy  it  was  a  greater  degree  ot  knowledge  than  it  iS 
in  the  power  of  God  to  impart  to  a  man.  After  our 
Saviour  had  performed  v^hat  you,  I  fuppoic,  will 
call  ao  a&  of  ommpotenci^  all  the  conclufion  that  the 
ipeftators  drew  from  ic  was,  that  God  hadgmm 
fuch  power  unto  men.  Matt.  ix.  8.  They  did  not. 
infer  from  it  that  he  himieif  was  God>  or  pre^ 
tended  to  be  God ;  and  yet  they  probably  thought 
that  he  was  the  Mefliah* 

•  As  to  the  confternadon  of  Peter,  I  fbould  imagine 

jthac  by  the  fame  mode  of  interpretation  you  might 
conclude  that  the  widow  of  Zarepbath  took  Elijah 
to  be  a  God ;  for  on  the  death  of  her  (on,  Ihe  l^d, 
I  Kings  xvii.  18.  fVbai  have  I  to  do  wkb  tbecy  0 
tbtm  man  of  God^  ari  thou  come  to  me  to  call  mjjins 
to  remAnbrance^  and  to  flay  my  fon  ?  Pray,  Sir,  why 
inight  not  the  exclamation  of  Fcier  be  coniidered 
IIS  beine;  of  the  fame  nature  with  that  of  this  woman? 
The  language  is  very  fimilar,  and  I  will  not  anfwcr 
for  it,  bur  that  you,  not  being  a  decided  unitarian, 
may  really  be  of  opinion,  that  (he  took  the  pro* 
,phtL  CO  be  God  iaLaniate. 

Your  proof  of  the  doctrine  of  the  trinity,  from  a 

:vcrfe  in  the  firft  fcrmon  of  Peter  on  tiie  day  of  Pen- 
.tecoft,.  is  particularly  curious*  It  is  as  tallows; 
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A6bs  ii.  33.  ^ijus  bang  by  the  right-band  cf  GcJ,"- 
exaitid^  and  having  rtcerotd  of  $b$-  Paiber  $be  pr^^ » 
mi/e  oftbi  holy  fbafi^  has  jbei  forth  ti)is,  iSc.  T 
lhall  mainuin,"  you  fay^  p.  10 1.  *'  thac  the  three 
^  peribns  are  diftindkly  mencioiwd,  in  a  manner 

*•  which  implies  the  divinity  of  each."    AVcll  n^iay 
you  fay,  p.  102.  that  you  ihail     argue  ihus4op 
the  edification  of  your  own  flock,  but  wiih  little 
hope  of  «iy  coavidion,  fiotn  Fctcr's  firft  lermoo/* 

Indeed,  Str^  I  fee  notUng  in  this  paffiige  but 

perfedl  a  dependence  of  Chrift  epon  God  any 
man  can  have.  Why  fliould  Chrift  receive  the 
Holy  Spirit  from  the  Father,  according  to  a  prc-» 
ceding  promife,  if  he  had  been  as  much  la  the  power 
of  the  Son  as  of  the  Father  i  And  why  muft  the  Hoi/ 
Spirit  be  fo  much  at  the  abfolutc  difpofal  of  cither  of 
tiiem,  if  he  waa  God  in  his  own  right,  and  of  caur£: 
independent,  aa  'much  aa  the  Father  himf^if? 


C4 
CC 

cc 


The  Father,  you  Iky,  "  i$  diftinguiflied  from  th^ 
Son  by  not  being  called  God  in  this  place.  Pa** 
ternicy  is  the  property  that  diftinguiflies  the  per- 
fon.  But  from  whom  is  tjils  full  principle  dii- 
"^tinguilhcd  ?  .From  his  aeatures ?  From  them  he 
"  were  more  fignificahtly  dilliaguifhed  by  the  i.amc 
of  God^  But,  ^ir,  to  adopt  your  own  language, 
have  you  ibrgot,  or  did  you  never  learn,  that  we, 
who  are  mere  mortal  men,  are  uught  cu  addicfs  God 
by  the  appellation  of  Father,  as  well  as  that  Chrift 
himfcif  prayed  to  God  by  the  fame  title  ?  What 
weight  then  is  there  in  thq  argument  that  you  dr^nw 

from 
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from  this  dfcumftjncc  ?  L-vurci,  Sir,  you  muft  be 
happy  in  a  very  m^k  flock,  if  ludi  proTifioo  at 
tkb  wiU  fittnfy  them.  Toa  vwld  aiihe  a  fad  o- 
change  of  your  Eock  for  mlBC  If  luch  aiguiDcms 
^  iM  of  cbniildiw  ctpofe  a  c«rfc»  I 
whttomdok.  It  is  weU  fer  yoorcairftdHlk  hii 
oibec  iupporti  bd^ki  arpmewUm 

Confidcnng  the  cafe  of  Stephen,  which  is  yotflT 
Coital  afgMmoK  for  the  worfhip  of  Jcfus  Chn^ 
you  fay,  p.  loa.  What  coeld  be  the  b&i^phaiif 
againft  God*'  (with  which  be  was  charged)  what 
^  wa»  then  m  the  do&rine  of  the  mpaStki.  whkh 
^  codd  be  incerpfeted  as  Uaiphemy  agaoil  God^ 
^  except  it  was  this,  that  they  ascribed  divinity  to 

one  who  had  fofiesed  publicly  laaiiiak&aw^' 
You  therefore  fav,  "  I  (hall  alvv^v:^  infift  that  the 

bkffed  Stephea  died  a  marnr  to  the  deity  ef 
^«  Cbrtft."  As  you  have  farmed  this  ftfohxioo,  it 
would  be  prcfumption  in  me  to  imagine  lIul  I 
couU  change  it,  and  perhaps  all  your  opioioos  aic 
as  fined  as  the  laws  of  the  Medcs  and  PerBans. 
Otherwifc  I  might  luggcft  that  to  a  jew,  biaf- 
pbemy  agatnft  Mofcs,  by  whoia  God  fpake,  would 
raturally  be  confidered  asbhiphemy  againft  tfaeGod 
by  whom  he  fpake ;  on  the  fame  principle  as  our 
Saviour  iays.  Matt.  40.  iiir  skai  nuivetb  yorn^  ft* ' 
teivetb  me  \  and  be  thai  r^ccivilb  me,  recdvitb  bim 
that  Jtnt  mi. 

■ 

Bcfides,  we  are  exprefsly  told  whai  was  the  hUf' 
fbtmj  with  which  Stephea  was  chained*  A&s  vi 
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11.  viz.  agatnjt  Mofes  and  ogainjl  God^  againjt  this 
kofy  pLtui  and  the  law  \  and  this  is  fully  txplained 
as  follows,  V.  14.  For  we  have  heard  him  fay^  that 
ibisjefus  of  Hazaretb  jhall  defiroy  this  fUa^  end 
ibange  the  cujioms  which  Mofes  delivered  us.  1  bia 
was  the  whulc  ot  ihc  acciiLnon,  very  clearly  ftated, 
and  where  do  you  find  any  ihmg  iaid  concerning 
tiie  drity  of  Chrifi. 

I  ihall  conlider  another  of  your  curious  argu^ 
ttieacs.  You  fay»  p«  loi » i  ihall  particularly  de- 
^  fire  them'*  (i.  e.  your  gentle  flock  above  men- 
tioned) ^'  to  rennark^  that  it  is  faid  of  our  Lord 
^  Jefus,  that  it  was  not  poffible  that  he  fliouid  be 
*^  holden  of  dcach.  The  expreffions  clearly  ini- 
^  ply  a phjfical  impqffiiility.^  But  as  we  read  thac 
ii  is  impojiile  for  God  $0  lie,  it  may  be  faid  that  a& 
God  had  foretold  the  refurredtion  of  Chrirt,  it  ■ 
was  impoflible  but  that  it  muft  take  place*  As 
to  a  proper  natural  impcfjihilityy  the  faftis  clearly 
againft  you  ;  for  if  it  had  been  naturally  impof- 
ftble  for  him  to  be  bolden  of  deaibj  it  muft  cer-- . 

tainly  have  been  naturally  impoflible  for  hin> 
to  have  died  at  all ;  and  if  death  could  hold  him 
ihree  days^  it  might  for  any  thing  which  appear* 
in  nature,  have  held  him  for  ever,  if  the  divine 
power,  a  power  foreign  to  himfelf,  had  not.in^ 
tcrpofcd.  Accordingly  we  read,  not  that  he 
raifed  himfelf,  but  that  Ccd  raifed  him  from  the 
dead^    Ufe,  no  doubt,  will  reconcile  the  minds 

of  men  to  ftrangc  Lonceptions  of  tliiiicrs,  and 
ftjrange  language  i  or  1  ihouid  wonder  that  you 

Ihottld 
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ihould  not  be  fhocked  at  the  idea  of  G$i*s  dying. 
For  when  you  fpcak  of  the  natural  impoffibilicy 
of  ChriiVs  being  holdcn  of  death,- you  muft  cer- 
tainly have  an  idea  of  fomething  more  than  the 

death  of  i&«  i'^^y* 

You,  Sir,  fuppofc  that  our  Lord's  difcipks 

might  have  converfed  with  him  as  familiarly  as 
they  did,  and  have  taken  the  liberties,  with  h^m 
which  they  fomctimes  did  (as  whcii  Peter  Re- 
buked him  for  complaining  of  being  touched  in 
a  croud,  &c.  &c.)  and  yet  liave  conlidered  him  as 
their  God  and  maker.    You  fay,  p.  143.  "the 
moft  that  could  be  inferred,  were  the  aiTump- 
tion  true,  would  be  fomething  ftrange  in  their 
conduft,  and  even  this  might  be  a  luifty  infer- 
ence.    The  fmgularity  of  their  conduit  might 
difappear  if  the  accounts  they  had  kft  of  our 
*^  Lord's  life  on  eaiih,  and  of  their  attendance 
"  upon  him,  were  more  circumltantial.    But  the 
truth  is,  that  the  foundations  of  this  argument 
are  unfound/*    After  mentioning  inftances  in 
which  you  tl  ink  they  invoked  hi|n  as  a  deity^ 
you  fay,      If  the  angels  Michael  or  Gabriel 
*^  Ihould  come  and  live  among  us  in  the  manner 
which  you  fuppofe,  I  chink  we  ihould  foon  loi'e 
our  habitual  recollection  of  their  angelic  na- 
ture.    It  would  be  only  occafionally  awakened 
by  extraordinary  incidents. .  This,  at  leaft, 
«  would  be  the  caic  if  they  mixccl  with  us  upon 
*^  an  even  footings  without  afluming  any  badges  of 
diftindtion^  wearing  a  common  garb^  partaking 
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of  our  lodging,  and  of  our  board,  fuffering  in 
the  fame  degree  with  ourfelves  from  hunger 
"  and  fatigue,  and  feeking  the  fame  refrefhments, 
«  The  wonder  would  be  if  angels,  in  this  difguife, 
met  with  any  other  refpcA  than  that  which  dig- 
nxty  of  chara&er  commands^  and  fomcthing  of 
*^  occafional  homage  when  their  miraculous  help 
"  was  needed.   This  was  the  rcfpeft  which  our 
"  Lord  met  with  from  his  followers." 

To  this,  1  can  only  fay,  th^t  I  am  really 
aftoniflied  how  you  can  entertain  the  idea  of  any 
number  of  perions  living  on  .this  even  fooling^ 
as  you  call  it,  with  a  being  whom  they  actually 
believed  to  be  the  maker  of  themfelves,  and  of 
all.  things,  even  the  eternal  God  himiciL  Cer- 
tainly, Sir,  you  never  attempteil  to  realise  the 
the  idea,  or  even  thought  of  putting  yourfelf  m 
their  place,  fo  as  to  have  imagined  yourlelf  in* 
traduced  into  the  actual  prefence  of  your  maker; 
in  the  form  of  man,  or  any  other  form  whatever. 
You  mull  have  been  overwhelmed  with  the  very 
thoi^ht  of  it;  or  if  j9u  fliould  have  had  th^ 
courage,  and  unparalleled  fclf  poffcliion,  to  bear 
fuch  a  thing,  muft  there  not  have  been  number^ 
who  would  have  been  filled  with  confternation  at 
the  very  idea,  or  the  mere  fufpaon^  of  the  per- 
fon  they  were  fpeaking  to  being  really  Qod< 

And  yet  we  perceive  no  trace  of  any  fucli  con-» 
fternation  and  alarm  in  the  gofpel  hiftory,  no 
mark  of  aftonifhment  ih  the  difciples  of  our 
Lord  in  conkqueac^  gf  the  belief  of  jt,  ;and  no 

I  mark« 
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marks  of  indignation  or  exclamation  of  blafplMV 

niy,  &c»  agaiiiil  thofc  who  difbclievcd  it, 

I  am  furprizcd  to  find  how  very  diflfercndy 

you  think  froai  your  holy  father  Athanafiiis 
on  this  fubjca.  He  fays,  I  will  venture 
•*to  fa\i,  that  the  bleffcd  difciples  themfelves^ 
•*  had  no  perfed  periuafion  concerning  his  divi- 
«  nity,  till  the  dcfcent  of  the  fpirit  at  Pcntc- 
coft*." 

♦ 

Chryfollom  frequently  obkrves  that  Chrift  only 
indmated  his  divinity  obfcurely«  and  kft  the  ftiU  dif- 
covcry  ot  it  to  his  apoftles.    Thus  he  fays,  that 
'^hehimfelf  never  faid  plainly  that  he  made  the 
heavens  gnd  the  earth,  and  the  fea,  and  all  things 
vifible  and  invifiblef.  '  And  why,''  fays  he,  "do 
you  wonder  ciiat  others  fbould  have  faid  greater 
things  of  him  than  he  has  £ud  of  himfelf,  when 
"  he  explained  many  things  by  adions,  buc  never 
clearly  in  words.  That  he  made  imhi  he  Ihewed 
•«  clearly  enough,  as  by  the  blind  man ;  but  when 
he  was  difcourfing  about  the  formation  ot  the 
^  the  firft  man,  be  did  not  fay  /  made  tbtm^  but 
«  be  that  made  thm^  made  them,  male  and  female. 
And  that  he  made  the  world  he  fignified  by  the 

♦  TcA/^«  ydtf  Kiy^t9  on         aviQi  oi  lAcLftttpioi  ett/Jx 

To  «ytvf<«  TO  dLyi$0  Ai/1o/«  m  ^ivldJUa^B  ivk^^Hw^f*  ,M 
Commani  Eiieada.   Opert,  vol*  i*  p.  137. 

In  Mali.  v.  Opera,  toL  VII.  p«  154. 

iilhes» 
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^  fUhci,  bf  the  wine^  by  tbe  loaves,  &c.— bat 
never  clearly  in  words  He  even  fays,  "  it  was 
more  oecdiary  to  be  concealed  from  his  difciplcst 

^*  becaule  they  would  immediacely  have  cold  every 

thing  through  an  exccfsof  joy  f*'* 

* 

^  Chrift/'  he  fays^    did  not  reveal  bis  divinity 

immediately  ;  but  was  firll  thought  to  beapro- 
phet,  and  the  Chriil,  fimply  a  man,  and  it  atter-" 

^  wards  appeared  by  his  works^  and  his  iayings^ 

«*  what  he  really  was 

There  is  one  important  circumftance  relating  to 
this  fubje&»  of  which  you  have  taken  no  notice  aC 
all,  which  is  this ;  If  the  apofttes  had  really  preached 
^  the  dodrine  of  the  divinity  of  Clinit  from  the  firft, 

JV«i  TV  oifv       r«r  ^fTm'^  •  ^  pifctf^f  ni'Ayns  rm9  r«cf #c 

iiW.  Id  Matt.    Opera,  Vol.  VJK  p«  154. 

3t1  ^  flcp  f  'sro^M/f  »>J</tKf  arAfTrt  gxMft/J^F.  la  Matt,  cap,  viii. 
Opera*  vol.  Yil.  p.  274* 

iOxit  «a«rr«r  fiiv  wfti^m  fir^i  •po^aiaf,  ^  ?CP'^^» 

juTo  •^rtp  nr.  la  JohaAt  Horn.  ii.  Opcfa^  voi.  Vlll.  p»  so. 

I  and 


Digitized  by  Google 


st6       LETTERS    TO  THE 

m 

and  coofbCttKiitly  it  hid  dways  been  tte  \Sikd<X 

the  chriftian  churchy  the  tmbdieving  Jewt  muR 
have  heard  ot  it.  Would  they  not,  therefore,  have 
objeacd  «>  k  as  loudly  as  idiey  did  ia  Air  ttaM 

of  ihc  chriftian  Fathers,  and  as  they  do  at  this  day? 
How  is  it  then,  that  neither  in  the  Ads  of  the  Apof- 
ties,  nor  in  any  of  thie  epiftles^  ^  find  tiie  %bA 

trace  of  any  fuch  objecElion,  the  lea  ft  notice  of  it.  Of 

the  moft  ditlant  reference  to  it,  ^y  tbok  wk»  wcKt 

conraned  to  anfwer  k«    The  moft  probable  con^ 

ciufion  from  this  fact  is»  that  no  fucb  o&nce  had 

been  given  so  the  Jews,  the  apofUes  not  hanriog 

preached  any  fuch  do(Ebrine« 

» 

"With  refpe&  to  the  dnhc  when  ow  Sa:vkmKi 

difciples  began  to  confider  him  as'God,  you  Uf^ 
p.  99.  that  I  am  the  pedon  moft  concerned  to 
find  thefbltition.  I  told  you  in  my  former  letters, 
that  1  had  iblved  the  difficulty  to  my  own  peiic^ 
fatisfaaioo  in  my  Hi0^  #/  $h€  Onkpikm 
iSmfiiamtyi  where  I  fliewcd  by  wha:  ileps  the 
idea  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift  was  introduced.  1 
did  it  upon  my  own  hypothefis,  of  its  not  being 
an  original  doclrine,  but  a  corruption  of  chrifti- 
amty  ^  and  1  challenged  you  to^ive  as  probabfe 
an  account  of  its  introdoftion,  on  the  idea  of  iu 
being  no  corruption,  but  a  ^oume  do&nnc^ 
Teaied  at  fome  dnne  or  other  by  Chrtft  to  the , 
apoftks,  ir.d  by  the  apoiUe^  to  the  body  of  duii^ 
nans.  But  according  to  you,  it  reqinrcd  no  re- 
Tdation  «  aU.   The  whole  Jewilh  natioa  were 


Digitized  by  Google 


]3vcpaied  to  recavc  %hcii;  M^fli^  ^  tbeir  God^ 
immediately  to  woilhip  him  accordingly. 

I  h^vf  no  doubt^  however^  but  that  the  Jews 

in  our  Saviour's  rime,  expedcd  a  man  in  the 
chairaAtCJr  of  the  McQiah.  Mary,  hi^  mother,  evi-> 
deatly  expected  that  he  would  even  be  bom  in 
;hc  ufual  way,  of  two  human  parents  for  when 
th^  angel  informed  hcr^  (hat  ihe  fliould  conceive 
and  kring  forth  a  fon^  who  ftiould  be  called  the 
fqn  4^f  the  bigbeft^  to  whom  God  xpeuld  give  tbe 
ihrone  of  bis  father  Davids  flie  replied*  Luke  u 
34.  How  JJjall  this  he^  feeing  1  know  not  a  man  ?  The 
apoftles  evidently  appear  to  me  to  have  confi- 
dered  him  as  no  other  th^n  a  man,  and  they 
taught  no  other  dodrine  after  our  Saviour's 
death.  We  nerc^ive  n0  trace  of  it  in  the  book  . 
of  Afts ;  and  Athanafius,  Chfjrlbftom,  and  others 
of  the  Fathers,  only  pretend  that  they  taught  it 
with  tautiDMj  fp  as  npt  to  give  much  alarm^  till 
Jo|in  publiPicd  it  in  his  gofpel. 

Upon  the  whok^  it  appears,  thit  the  Jews  who 

led  the  Gentiles  into  the  belief  of  the  dodrine  uf 
thefimple  humanity  of  Chrift  wer^,  according  to 
AthandiuSf  chriftian  Jews,  and  that  their  prw- 
ftl/tes  were  chriftian  Gentiles.  It  is  perfedly 
ridiculous  to  fuppofe  ihat  the  queftion  could  be 
*  intcrefting  to  any  others.  It  alfo  mirft  have  been 
the  certain  knowledge  of  great  bodies  of  unita- 
fiaiis,  Jews  and  Gciitilcs,  in  the  earlifsft  times,  that . 
led  thei'c  1  athm  to  this  hypotbefiSj  tp  account 

I  3         ^  for 
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for  the  faft.  But  that  the  great  body  of  Jcw'ifli 
'  chriftians  ihould  be  unitarians  in  the  time  of  the 
apottles  without  their  having  learned  that  doc- 
trine fioni  the  u.poll:les,  is  a  thing  that  T  cannot 
conceive.  Moreoveij  it  docs  not  appear  that  the 
apoftles  took  any  umbrage  at  the  prevailing  doc« 
trine,  uat  connived  at  it ;  and  all  the  indignation 
they  cxprclFed  aguinft  any  opinions^  was  againll 
thofe  of  the  Judaizing  teachers  and  the  Gnoftics* 

If  the  apoftle$  did  themfelves  really  believe 

the  doftriqc  pf  the  trinity,  they  miift,  at  leafl, 
have  had  no  high  idea  of  its  imforlanccy  or  they 
could  p^ver  havte  been  fuch  tame  fpedatorsof 
•  the  fpread  of  the  unitarian  dodrinc  among  their 
councrym^fii  and  fro^n  them,  according  to  Atha* 
pafius,  among  the  Gentiles.  How  would  Bilhop 
Bull  and  the  Archdeacofi  of  St«  Albany  have 
written^  if  they  had  beep  in  the  fitpatipn  ifl  wbicb 
Epiphanius  and  all  the  Fa^h^rs  place  the  apoftlc 
John  when  he  wrote  his  epiftk  ?  Would  they 
have  contented  themfelves  w|th  condemning  .the 

dangerous  tjCnet  pf  the  unitarians  in  no  morp 
than  one  claiife  of  a  fiogle.  icntence,  which  like* 
wife  contains  the  condemnation  of  the  Gnoftics? 

■Would  'hey  not  have  thought  the  unitarian  the 
more  dangerous  herefy  of  the  two  i  and  there*- 
fore  haye  bent  theif  chief  force  againft  it  ? 

It  is  remarkable,  however,  and  really  curioui» 

that  before  the  uaiiaxidxis  were  conCdered  as  he- 

reucs» 
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retic5>  we  find  a  very  different  account  of  the 
reaibns  that  induced  John  to  write  both  his  epif- 

tles  and  his  gofpel ;  Ignatius  fiys  it  was  folely 
With  a  view  to  the  Gnodics,  andlo  does  Irenseus, 
again  and  again*  This,  therefore,  was  the  nfbre 
ancient  opinion  on  the  liibjcfti  and  I  doubt  not, 
the  true  one.  And  it  was  not  till  long  atter  this 
(Tertullian,  I  believe,  is  the  iirft  in  whom  it  oc- 
curs) that  it  was  imagined  th.u  the  apoftle  had 
any  view  to  the  unuarians  in  any  of  his  writings. 
This  is  a  circunnftance  that  well  deferves  to  be 
attended  to.  • 

You  imagine.  Sir,  what  appears  very  extraor* 

dinary,  indeed,  to  me,  that  the  Jews  will  be  eafily 
reconciled  to  the  dottrine  of  the  trinity,  and  will 
even  more  readily  embrace  chriftianity  on  the 

trinitarian,  than  on  the  unitarian  principle.  I  or 
the  Jews,"  yo\S  lay,  p.  151.  "  whenever  they 
begin  to  open  their  eyes  to  the  evidences  of 

<^  our  Saviour's  niiflion,  they  will  lliii  be  apr  to 
"  confidcr  the  New  Teitament  in  connexion 
^  with  the  01d«   They  will  look  For  an  agree^ 

mcnt  in  principle^  at  lead,  between  the  gofpel 
*^  and  the  law.  When  they  accept  the  ohriftian 
^  doftrine,  it  will  be  as  a  later  and  a  fHiller  dif- 
**  covcry.    They  will  reject  it  if  they  confider 

it  to  be  contradidory  to  the  patriarchal  and 
^  Mofaic  revelations.  >  Succeffive  difcoveries  of 
"  divine  truth  may  differ,  they  will  fayy^in  full- 
^  nefs  and  perfpicuity,  but  in  principle  they  muft 

harmonize,  as  parts  of  one  fyftem.   They  will- 

I  4  retain 
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doflrincs;  and  in  their  moft  ancient  Tar^^CTn, 
a&  well  as  ia  allufions  in  their  iacred  books^ 
thcjr  will  find  die  noticm  of  one  godhead  in  t 
trinity  of  pexfoos,  and  they  will  perceive  that 
it  Wis  in  contradiction  to  die  rhriftians  dial  die 
later  Rabins  abandoned  the  notions  of  their 
forefathers.  The  unitarian  fcheme  oi  chriitia- 
nity  is.  the  laft,  dieieforey  to  which  die  Jews 
**  are  likely  to  be  convened,  as  it  Ls  the  mail  at 
enmity  with  their  ancient  faith«" 

So  different.  Sir,  are  your  ideas  and  mine  oa 
this  fubje&t  chaf  one  would  dunk  we  had  never 
read  the  fime  anthors^  or  fived  in*the  tune  worU. 
Our  different  views  of  things  muft  have  arilen 
from  the  diffintnc  influences  'to  which  oor  mfaxb 

* 

have  been  expofed  j  but  where  you  have  been,  or 
with  whom  you  have  lived,  i  cannot  trace*  Who 
dioie  laifr  RMm  were,  who  abandoned  die  nodon 

of  their  fathers,  and  from  expecting  the  Weiiiah 
to  be  God,  adopced  the  idea  of  hia  being  a  mere 
man  (a*  prbcefi  which  I  ihoidd  think  nor  verf 
natural)  1  canno;  find.  Late  as  they  arc,  they  mult 
have  bm  eariicr  than  Julbn  Martyr ;  and  indeed  of 
this  memonble  change  ef  opinion^  on  fo  fundamenral 
^  fubje^  I  hnd  no  trace  whatever.  Realty,  Sir, 
one  cannot  read  fueh  a  fhamefol  pcrverion  and 
abfolute  making  of  ancient  hiftory,  with  refpeft  lo 
this  doctrine  concerning  d^B  Mefliahy  as  well  as  to 
the  church  pf  Jerufalem,  widioot  a  mixture  cf 
concea^pc  and  indignauon« 

Khali 
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I  fliall  content  myfelf,  on  this  fubjed,  ^vit!l 
appealing  to  two  teHimonics.  One  of  them  ji&  tha|; 
i)f  ^afna^et  aad  tlie  pcher  of  later  date. 

Balhage,  I  fuppofe  yep  wii^  allow,  had  fuffi*^ 
jdeody  flbMdicd  die  l^iftoiry  apd  opiiiioni  <tf  tbe  Jews^ 
He  has  written  largely  on  the  fubjed ;  and  yet, 
^tbougb  a^trinitarian  himieli:,  he  eypbded  all  the 
preQenc;e»  of  Cudworth  and  ptbera  to  find  the  doc* 
trine  of  the  trinity  either  among  the  ancient  or  thi; 

inodernjewsi 

The  chrlftians,  and  the  Jews/*  he  feys,  ^  fc* 
parate  a(  the  fecond  Hep  in  religion.   For  after 
having  aidoied  .together  ooe  God,  ablbluoely  per* 
•*  fcft,  they  find  the  moment  after  the  abyfs  of  the 
•*  iriniiy,  which  imircly  feparates  them.   The  Jew 
<t  coofiders  thrti  perfm  as  thru  G^ds^  md  this 
•*  tritbeifm  fhocks  him.    The  chriftian,  who  be- 
,     Keves  the  imity  of  one  God,  thinks  that  the 
father,  the  foo,  and  the  holy  fpirit»  IbouU  all  be; 

•*  called  God,  and  have  the  lame  worfhip.  It  is 
impoflible  lo  reconcile  opinions  lo  contrary. 

^«  There  are,  however,  divines  bold  enough  to  at*> 
tempc  ii*."    YtM,  Sir,  are  one  of  thofe  bold 

divims^ 

*  **  Les  chietiem  i^ecarteat  des  Joifs  det  le  iecoad  pst 
qa^ils  loQl  dans  la  religion.  Csr-s^f  avoir  adore  enftmble 
'*  OA  diea>  ibttverainement  p«rfait»  ils  troovent  an  moment 
"  apres  rabime  de  la  trinite,  qiu  les  fepare,  et  lei  eloigne 
"  ibuverainement.  Le  Juif  regarde  trois  peribanei  comme 
*^  troiidieojr,  et  ee  tritheifme  loi  faithorreur.'  Lechretien^ 
"  qui  croit  ruaiie  d*ua  Dieu,  vcut  a  meme  tems  q*o&  donne 
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divines^  Of >  if  not  boU  yourfeif,  ar  kaft  a  foflotrcr 
of  €liebcM« 

This  writer  alfo  iays  that  the  Jews  confidcr 
^  chemiel^es  as  bearing  their  teftimony  to  the  unity 
^  of  God  among  aH  the  nations  o^  the  world f/* 
Deny  thefe  iaOs  if  you  can.  What  pvgbi.  or  whit 
wugbi  mt^  to  offend  the  Jews,  is  not  the  queft  on. 
1^  dodrine  of  the  trinity  does,  in  faft,  and  from 
the  dme  that  it  was  ftarted  always  did«  ofieod  the 
whole  body  of  the  Jews,  and  is,  no  doubtt  one  of 
the  greaieft  oi;>ltacles  to  their  conve^iioQ. 

My  Iccond  teftimony  I  fhall  give  in  :he  poft* 
icript  of  a  letter  from  a  correfpondent  in  the  Weil  of 
England,  in  the  year  1 774,  containuig  the  opinion  of 
a  karned  Jew,  w  hom  we  may  prei'ume  to  be  now 
iiring,  and  in  this  country.  At  that  time,  he  moft 
been  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Bamftabk,  in  Devon- 
ftire.    An  event,  which  then  gave  me  much  coo- 
coTAt  occafioned  the  difcontinuanee  of  nsf  conr- 
Londoner  with  the  writer  of  that  letter ;  and  though 
dcfirous  of  knowing  the  iffuc  of  the  bufincfs,  I 
have  not  karned  it   If  this  publication  Ibould  be 
the  means      bringii^.g  mc  acquair,ted  w.ih  it,  I 
ihall  think  mylelf  happy.    If  the  learned  Jew 

♦*  ee  titre  an  pcrc,      fih,  au  Suim  Efprit,  CI  q*oQ  \t%  adore. 

1!  eft  ioipofibic  de  concilicr  dci  opinions  fi  conrrairfs; 

Ctpradlilt  il  f  a  dc:  ihcolo^irns  hardis  qui  ont  ccntc  de  k 
-  irtft.  de$  luifs,  Lib  IV.  cap.  ui.  f.  u 

•     Lc5  temcjns  i?e  VviWv.i  de  Oiea  dans  tontes  les  '^^vmi 
^  U  wondc  '  lb.  Lib.  \  Jl.  ca^  xxxiii.  f.  ij, 

hlm^ 
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faimfelf  fliould  meet  with  thefe  letters,  I  ihall  be 
ver7  glad  to  hear  from  lum,  whatever  may  be  his 

prefent  thoughts  on  the  fubjcd.  In  the  mean 
time,  I  would  recommend  it  to  you,  Mr.  Ardi- 
fdeacooy  to  enquire  of  any  Jews  now  living,  and 
not  to"  ai^ue  from  fuppofitions^  when  faUs  are 
within  your  reach. 

» 

My  correfpondent's  poftfcript  is  as  follows.   **  I 
have  lent  your  Injiitufes  to  a  fcnfible  and  religious 
Rabbi,  bred  at  the  univerfity  of  Halle.   He  has 
read  them  with  great  care,  and  taken  curious 
ezcradLs  from  (hem.    The  clergy  man  of  this 
^  pariih  warned  him  of  the  danger  of  your  workst 
and  abulcd  me  for  lending  them  to  a  Jew.  The 
^  latter  had  ienfe  enough  to  defpile  him,  and  told 
^him'  chat  as  long  as  chriftianity  was  thought 

^  contradiftory  to  the  firft  law  of  Judaifm,  the 
converhon  of  his  brethren  would  be  impofTible^ 
^  The  parfbn  wanted  to  baptize  lum.  The  RabU 
faid,  religion  was  a  fcrious  matter,  and  he  would 
^  be  a  convert  in  reality  before  he  would  be  one 
^  in  profeffion.  Ife  has  been  mtich  with  me.  I 
^  hope  to  be  able  to  fend  you  a  pleafmg  account 
^  of  him.'* 

f  am,  fipc, 


LETTER      XII.  ■• 

•  '       '   *i  •  » 

*  Of  the  PerfoniJUaiioii  of  the  Lcgpsl 

XT  O^U  ftUl  clej)]c  ih^  die  chriitiaa  Facfatfft  vere 
^  acquainted  with  aojr  fiicb  thiog     ^  j>^ryW 

nificaSioHj  tlut  15,  /i^^^  makiri^  a  real  intd^gent  perjon 
of  the  /if  tfiy  or  wifdooi  ot  God  i  ij/hereasy  abiurd 
as  I  acknowledge  the  notion  to  he,  k  was^  moft 
iftdUiJ.JJubiy  the  real  Uocuiiie  botl>  of  Philo,  the 
pia(on4ziog  Jew,  and  of  thofe  who  were  cii^led  ^ 
thviUx  4hriftiaHs^  who  platonized  likewife.  I  fpeak 
within.  compai>»  wiien  I  Jay  ibat  I  can  produqe  }mor 
ilffdaof  pafl^f  which  prove  in  tj^e-^leareft 
that  the  divinity  which  they  a(cribed  to  Chrift  was 
|he  very  fame  princi^l^  which  had  coniliiutcd  the 
fffifif^Mp  and  other  J^m^  pf  God  ^  Father  %  ami 
that  l;he  generation  $f  tbi  S^n  was  the  coinpienc&- 
tnent  of  the  itace  of  a^uul  ferJofialiLy  of  the  Ug^^ 
,  whf^er  in  time^  as  fpcne  thought,  or  from  aM 
etemity^  as  others,  which  latter  was  afterwards 
received  as  the  eftabliihed  do^ine. 

This  was  evidently  agreeable  to  the  principles 
of  thofe  platonifts,  from  whom  Philo  and  thofc 
chriftian  Fathers  derived  their  opinion^  and  if  yoa 
^ny  this,  a  child  as  you  call  nie  in  platonifm, 
P*  1 5-  (which  however  does  oot^  I  hope^  prevent 
a  .IDC 
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•  * 

ne  (rom  heing  a  man  in  chriiHatitty)  I  fimll  bfc 

'.bfe,  as  you  will  fee  in  my  larger  work,  to  teach 
you  what  yoa  are  at  prefent  ignoranc  of  mth 
efpoft  to  ?t.   If  this  kind  of  lirerattire  be  yt^vip 
ame,  p.  163,  I  muft  fay  that  you  have  been  a 
-onfiderable  time  frM  bme,  and  that  70a  are  ac 
irefent  tinacquaiftced  'mkk  (Weral  apartments  i^ 
t  Our  own  houfe.    1  &all  then  wait  Upon  you  at 
-this  houfe     yodrs,  and  endeavour  10  point  them 
out  to  you.      '        ,  "*  -  * 

/  With  refpeft  to  my  quotation  fisom  Athene- 

goraSj  and  my  account  of  his  meaning,  you  are 

^ettfed  to  fay,  p.  <i24t     it  onJy  Aoilhes  the 
*  proof,  if  it  was  before  defeAive,  of  your  in** 
^*  competency  in  the  fubjc(3:.   It  fli^ws  that  yoti 
are  fo  Httfe  acquainted  mth  platoniihn,  that 
your  niind  cannot  "readily  apprehend  a  platonic 
^  notion,  when  k  is  clearly  fet  before  you*  What 
t<  you  t^e  for  my  mere  conjefturr^^  viz.  that 

«•  (be  external  difplay  of  pc^er,  is  the  thing  that  is 
called  gimraiMH,  is  the  expreiii  -  aiTertion  '  of 
Athenagoras,  in  the  very  pallage  which  you 
have  quoted." 

Oft  the  contrary,  I  maintain  that,  if  yoor  ex^ 
tirnal  dijpky  ef  power  be  any  thing  diiiercnc  from 
what  I  have  called  ibe  perfonificalioM  tf  ibi  kgos^ 
Or  his  becoming  a  pr&ptr  per/on^  fo  as  to  be  God, 
in  himfelf  confidered,  it  is  conrradi&ed  by  Athe* 
nagoras  in  this  very  paffage,  as  well  as'by  alt  the 
chnftian  writers  who  treat  of  the  fubje<ft.  In  thi4 

paffii£^. 
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paiTage  he  calls  the  Sod  *^  the  iuit  pfOijLuccloQ  of 
the  Fathetiroot  that  be  was  ever  pfopcdyandc/' 
(chat  is,  out  of  nothing)  for  God  being  an 
eternal  mind,  had  logos  always  in  htmictfj 
^  being  always  xt>w^  that  is»  bring  always-  a 
reafonable  intelligent  being.  Now,.  Sir,  iwhac 
could  any  iqan  mean  by  this  esprcflioo#  but  that  : 
before  this  circumftancc,  or  evei»  (whidi  I  cat! 
the  pirfontficMtion  of  the  logos,  and  you  dft 
fxtemal  difplaj  cf  bis  powers)  took  places  cheie  wai 
no  more  a  proper  trinity  of  perfons  in  God,  thaa 
(bare  is  ia  maat  for  God#  like  oiao,  was  cben 
iinply  an  intelligent  beings  wifikMB,  «r 

intelligence,  being  one  of  hi^  atinbuces.    Many  of 
|te  Fathers  ufe  fUs  compariibii,  fuj^xofiiig  the  kgn 
m  God  to  have  been  originally  oaftly  fimUar  ta 
logu^  or  reafoQ  in  man.    Now  ace  there,  chink  ! 
you»  or  was  k  ever  iniagincid  that  chcce  wcie»  proper  ! 

cBftin^l  peribns  in  the  mind  of  man,  merely  becaufc  \ 
that  mind  was  a^^ix,^  raMnali     The  Toiyex- 
preffioo  excludes  this  idea,,  and  moft  have  beea 

intended  to  exclode  itr 

But  accoiding  to  all  ^  orthodox  Fathers,  aftw 

this  generation  of  the  Son  (who  bttore  was  nothing  i 
more  with  lefpeft  to  the  Facher  thao  fM>0  is  widr 
fcfpeft  to  man)  he  aflumed  a  proper  di/Kstff  pr* 
ffMaliiy  ^  and  this  generation  was  with  a  view  co  die 
fffoduftion  of  aiaterial  beii^  and  not  die  pio* 
doAion  itfelf,  or  the  difplay  of  pou-rs  in  ikic 
produdion*  For  this  genctation  was  ceprtkosod 
US  the  proper  sff  #/  ibe  ainuU  Fsiber^  wham 

the 
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tbe  difplay  of  po  jjcrs  in  the  produdioa  of  material  ^ 
beings  (if  i  muft  adopt  your  quainc  language)  wa» 
according  to  them,  the  proper  4iRoftb€  Scft.  Ac« 
cording  to  them  it  certainly  was  the  Son,  and  not 
the  Father,  who  was  the  immediate  maker  of  alL 
things.  In  my  opinion  Athenagoras's  notion  was, 
that  this  generation  of  the  Son  took  place  in  timt^ 
and  not  from  aU  eternity  %  becaufe  he  fays  that  from 
the  beginning,  or  from  etermty,  God  was  fimply 
v^ii  a  mtnd^  having  logos  in  himfeU,  as  being 
always  h^ymQ-^  reafonabU^  or  mtiUigm^ 

'  Athenagoras,  however^  as  appears  from  this  very 
pa0^,  the  beginning  of  whiisb^  I  quoced»  was 
▼ery  far  from  having  a  notion  of  three  diftinft 
perfons  in  the  trinity*  For  though  he  thought^ 
with  Jufiin  Martyr,  that  the  logos^  from  the  tim& 
of  his  genciMriun,  aiTumcd  a  permanent  perfonaliiy^ 
the  holy  fpint  did^not,  but  was  like  a  beatn  of  tb§ 
yirn,  fomettmes  emitted  from  the  Father,  and  fome-« 
times  drawn  into  him  again,  agreeably  to  the  philo- 
fophy  of  thofe  times  c  ;ncerfiing  the  fun  and  his 
light.  This  was  alfo  the  kind  of  peribnal  exiftence 
that  Juftin  Martyr  faid  that  fome  perfons  in  his 
time  afcribed  to  the  Son,  and  which  was  alio  laid 
10  have  been  the  do£lrine  of  Marcellus  of  Ancyra* 

You  fay,  p.  123,  that  "  TcrtuUian,  to  prevent 
•*thc  very  condufion  which  you  draw  from  tfab 

analogy,  that  the  legos  was  at  fome  time  or 
^  another  a  mere  attribute,  remarks  that  nothing 
^  empty  or  imful^antial  can  proceed  Arom  God. 

For 
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^  For  die  dmne  ilatare  admitting  ndtlier  quafitf 

**  nor  accident,  every  thing  belonging  to  it  muft 
fc  ^  fubftance.*'    This  argument/'  you  add^  is 
ably  ftaced  in  the  Dialogues  of  die  karoed  Dr« 

This  indeedt  Sir,  is  an  argofnent  that  icqutM 

both  an  able  ftatingy  and  an  able  defence ;  for^  in 
idelff  nothing  can  be  more  weak*  What*  dnak 
you,  could  the  Fathers  mean  by  faying  that,  after 
the  emiiTion  of  the  logos,  the  onginal  divine  mind 
was  not  deMtute  of  hgas  i  Did  they  not  mean  that 

he  was  not  deftitute  of  reafon^  or  undcrjlanding  ? 
Is  there  not  then  necefiarily  implied  an  identity  of 
natore  between  the /tjfai  mlr^/i/^  mi  kg^s  msimif 
Docs  it  not  follow  from  hence,  and  from  its  being 
iaid  that  the  father  was  ftiU  kiryut^^  r^ti^WMk  thas 
they  were  both  originally  what  we  call  rtafonf 
Nay,  do  not  fome  of  the  Fathers  compare  the  emiffion 
of  tte  logos  firom  God  to  the  emiflion  of  itaibn 
from  man,  in  diicouriing  witii  one  another  ? 

You  fay,  for  k  is     that  fay  this  (I  have.met 

Avith  nothing  fo  very  abfurd  in  Tcriullian)  that 
the  divine  nature  admitting  neither  quality  nor 
accident,  every  thing  belonging  to  it  muft  be 
"  fubftance/*  The  divme  being  then  has  no 
ptfirtm^  no  aitrihites,  noperfiaians  at  all,  which 
is,  in  faft,  denyinsr  his  very  Ifeing ;  for  what  is 
iinif  without  propertitsf  Fray,  Sir,  has  the  Son 
or  the  Holy  Spirit,  any  attributes  f  In  all  my 
reading  I  do  not  remember  to  have  met  with 

any 


Uiyiii^ed  by  Googlc 


ARCH  DEACON  OF  ST.  ALBANS.  laj 


any  abfurdicy  e^ual  to  this^  exdept  your  own  pe- 
culiar conceit^  that    one  mind  can  beget  dn-* 

other  by  the  contemplation  of  its  perfcftions" 
(now  called  fubjtances)  a  notion  which  youafchbe 

all  the  Fathers^  though  I  will  venture  to  (ay  it 
is  not  to  be  found  in  any  of  them.  Strange 
enough^  to  be  fure^  are  fome  of  their  concei^s^ 
b(it  not  quite  fo  ftrange  and  abfurd  as  this. 
There  is,  as  you  loinewlierc  jultly  obferve^  a 
progrefs  in  abfurSty^  as  well  as  in  truth. 

La6lantius,  you  acknowledge,  exprefles  hun- 
fclf  clearly  enough  according  to  my  idea  of  this 
fubjed:,  but  you  difpofe  of  his  orthodoxy^  as  you 
did  of  Origen*s  'ucraciiy.  You  buklly  deny  it. 
This,  indeed,  is  a  very  compendious  method  of 
anfwering  me. '  But,  Sir,  the  aueftion  is  not 
whom  you  are  now  jjlcjiLd  to  call  orthodox,  but 
who  was  deemed  to  be  lo  in  the  age  in  whiqh 
he  lived.  Now  I  challenge  you  to  prove  that 
any  writer  of  the  age  of  Laftantius  confidered 
him  as  heterodox.  Indeed  it  was  very  unlikely 
that  the  man  who  was  chofen  tutor  to  a  fon  of 
Conftan^inc^  ihould  have  been  a  perfon  of  that 

clafs. 

« 

In  order  to  undervalue  this  excellent  writer, 
you  fay,  p.  1 29.  that  ^<  he  afcribed  a  beginning  to 
"  the  exiftence  of  the  eternal  Father.  No  wonder 
then,"  you  add,     that  he  ihould  alcnbe  a  be** 
ginning  to  the  Son's  esiliftence.   You  are  wel- 
"  coaie.  Sir,**  you  fay,  "  to  any  advantage  you 

K  may 
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*^  may  be  jible  to  derive  from  the  authority  of 
*^  fuch  a  ¥^riter/^  Lafbinciu^  however^  caa«- 
dicUy  conftrued,  may  perhaps  be  £aid  only  to 
have  ufed  an  improper  expreffioo,  namely^  that 

God  made  huhjelfy  meaning  no  more  rhan  we  dcr 
when  we  fay  that  God  is  fdf-cxijient^  which,  ia 
faA»  implies  the  very  contrary  of  what  you  afcribe 
to  linn.  He  advances  this  in  prooi  of  his  gen<!- 
•  nd  maxim,  Nec  enim  poteft,  ut  ab  uUo  efic  ge- 
ncratus,  qui  ipfe  univerfa  generavit,  bt  cdrntai  Af 
creased  of  any  *:ubo  bimjdf  created  all  ibings^  which 
clearly  implies  that  he  could  not  be  created 
at  all.  For  though  the  thing  made  had  a  be- 
ginning, the  fnakir  could  have  none ;  and  who 
was  the  maker  in  this  cafe,  but  God  himielf  ? 
The  term  fe/f-exijlenl  is,  in  faft  (as  will  appear  if 
k  be  analized)  equally  improper;  for  it  im- 
plies that  God  is  the  eaufe  of  his  own  exiftence. 
For  this  reafon>  fome  who  wifh  to  fpeak  with 
cxaAnefs,  avoid  that  term,  and  rather  fay  that 
God  is  eternLil ,  but  they  do  not  tax  thoic  who 
ule  the  the  word  felf-exiJUnt  with  rcalljj  believing 
that  God  had*li  beginning. 

Whatever  miftakes  La£tantius  may  be  ibp- 
pofed  to  have  made  as  a  metapiy/tcisn^  it  does 

not  appear  that  in  his  own  time  he  was  charged 
with  any  I  and  they  might  have  been  as  litde 
noticed  ftill,  if  he  had  been  a  found  divine ;  and 
though  you  luppole  that  he  afcribed  a  beginning 
to  the  eternal  Father,  yet^  if  you  had  found  that 
from  the  moment  of  the  Fadicr's  cxillcnce,  that 

J  0f 
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of  the  Son,  had>  in  hisidca^  commenced  alfo,  you 
would  perhaps  have  contented  yourfelf  with 

fmiling  at  his  notion,  or  at  Icaft  have  abated  of 
the  fcverity  of  your  cenfure.  . 

Conftantinc,  whom  you  quote,  p.  127.  as  in 
your  favour,  is  diredly  againft  you.  Talang 
your  own  words,  he  fays,     the  Son  was  begot--'  * 
"  ten,  or  rather  he  himfclf  came  forth  (being 

even  ever  in  the  Father)  for  the  fctting  in  or-p 

der  of  the  things  which  were  made  by  him* 
"  Here,'*  you  fay,      the  emperor  cx[X)iinds  ^f- 

neraiien  by  coming  fori b.  '  But  tlicn.  Sir,  he 
does  Dot  fay  that  this  generation^  or  coming  fortb^ 
was  tlie  fame  thing  with  the  jcttiiig  in  order  the 
things  that  were  made  by  him  >  but  u  was  evidently 
fomething  that  took  place  previous  to  this fenin^ 
in  order y  and  with  a  view  to  it ;  fo  that  this  myf- 
tcrious  generation  preceded  what  you  quaintly 
call  the  frtjeSion  of  energies^  and  was  not  the 
fame  thing  with  it.  ^ 

You  ftill,  likewife  confound  the  do&rine  of 

Arius,  p.  116.  with  that  of  iht  ferfonijicaiicn  of 
the  Logos,  than  which  no  two  things  were  more 
different,  having  always  been  o[)pofed  to  each 

other,  as  you  mull  have  known,  had  you  been  fo 
well  read,  as  you  pretend,  to  be^  in  the  ancient 
ecclefiaftical  writers^  (ince  a  great  pt  o portion  of 

their  works  is  occupied  in  ilic  difculiion  of  this 

iubje£t.    The  Arioius  maintained  that  Chrilt  wa^ 
«   .  Ka  9  being 
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%  b<iz^  crds:*!  &j  t;:r:s^.  s>  other  :m.-.ure5 
were,  aocntliitaiKiing  mcTattocU  oi  his  powers^ 
iskich  vcre  eqnl  to  the  creaDoo  of  aU  other 
things,  viliblc  acd  iiiriCblc ;  2nd  not  believing  aa 
ctornal  czcatk)l^  thcT  likcwiic  laid 
tnr  vlftm  tbr  Son  did  ooccxift.  Both  thefc  pro- 
poUnoos  were  denied  by  the  orthodox  oi  that  age, 
who  maimainfd  that  Chrift  was  not  made  out  of 
mthzngy  he  v.  >  the  LxgGS^  the  "xifdomy 

tii£f0wmr^  cfr.  of  chc  t  i:^er>  and  that  he  had 
always  cxtftcd  in  the  Father  as  reafon  docs  in 
man,  though  his  ^irj&ss^isj  was  by  fbme  fup- 
poled  to  have  comincoccd  in  time.  You  muft 
give  me  ka:ve  to  fay  you  aie  but  little  ac- 
quainted with  the  principles  even  of  piatonifin, 
and  efpecially  thofe  of  the  later  platonifts,  from 
^liora  chechr-f'-  in  F/.r  .c  rs  more  immciiarcl y  de- 
rived their  aotioiis»  if  you  are  not  able  to  enter 
into  this  idea. 

This  peribnificationt  or  the  commencement 
of  an  adual  perfonaliiy  of  what  was  an  aiirHmte 

of  God,  is  a  ftrange  idea»  buc^  ftrange  as.  it  is, 
it  ncverthelcis  aftually  took  place  in  the  minds 

of  thoufands,  and  was  in  truth  all  the  orcho* 
doxy  of  the  earlier  ages.  This  incipienl  cribo^ 
4»xf  grew  immediately  out  of  fibtonifm,  and  is 

c  criainly  abi  ard  enough.  The  orthodoxy  of  the 
later  ages,  and  of  the  prefcnt,  grew  out  of  that^ 
and  is  infinitely  more  abfurd.  Their  doftrine 
vi»as  aierc  nonftnfe^  yours  the  plaincil  ot  all 
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£oniradUiions,  as  I  Ihall  clearly  ihcw  in  my  ncxc 
letter* 

"  What  difFcrcnoc  there  may  be,"  you  fay, 
Ii8«     between  a  making  out*  of  nothing,  aad 

the  converfion  of  a  mere  attribute  into  a  fub- 
*^  ftance,  or  how  a  perfon  made  out  of  an  atui* 

bute  may  differ  from  a  perfon  mad^  out  of  no- 
"  thing,  I  would  rather.  Sir,  that  you,  than  I, 
*f  fhould  take  the  trouble  to  explain/^  I  haye 
explained  St  as  well  as  fueh  an  abfurdity  ean  be  ■ 
explained,  but  it  behoves  you  to  explain  it  much 
more  than  it  does  me  1  for^  abfurd  as  the  notion 
hy  it  certainly  prepared  the  way  for  the  ftill 
more  abiurd  notion  of  ihra  equal  dtvim  prjons  19 
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LETTER  XIII. 

Onfidirations  relating  U  tbiDoiirine  of  the  friniij. 

Rev.  Sir, 

T  Own  I  was  particularly  defirous  of  bearing 

what  you  could  poffibly  fay  on  the  fubjevft  of 
my  feventb  letter^  in  which  I  advanced  fome 
general  confiderations  relating  to  the  do6trine 

of  the  trinity  I  but,  unforumatcly,  you  con- 
"  tent  yourfelf,"  p.  136.     with  giving  only  a 
*^  general  reply  to  fome  parts  of  that  letter.  A 
particular  anfwer,"  you  l  iy,     to  the  fcveral 
*^  obje£tion3  which  it  contains,  would  lead  mc 
into  metaphyfical  difquifitions,  which  I  wiihto 
decline,  becaufc  in  that  fubjeft  I  forefee  that 
we  ihould  want  common  principles  and  a  com* 
mon  language/* 

Now  I  make  no  doubt.  Sir,  but  that,  if  it  bad 
been  fojfibh  for  you  to  have  given  any  plaufibic 
anfwer  to  the  diiliculties  ftarted  in  that  letter, 
you  would  have  found  fome  principle,  common 

or  uncommon,  on  which  to  found  it,  and  fonic 
language  alfo,  which.might  have  been  intelligible 
to  me  and  your  readers*   fiut^as  you  profefs  that 

you  do  not  txpcft  to  convince  me,  it  would  have 

l>ea}  quite  iufficient  for  your  purpofe^  if  you 

could 
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^ould  have  found  common  principles^  and  com^ 
moA  language  for  others. 

1  am  the  more  concerned  at  your  filence,  as 
1  was  in  hopes  of  having  iome  farther  account 
of  your  own  peculiar  notion  of  ti^  necejfary 
^gin  of  the  Son  from  the  Father's  contemflaiion  of  bis 
mm  pnftSiUns  i  but,  to  my  great  mortificationy  I 
find  not  one  gleam  of  more  light  on  this  curious 
fubjeft.  You  faid  that  this  doctrine  was  agree- 
able to  the  notions  of  all  the  Fathers^  as  well  as 
to  the  facred  writers^  and  I  challenged  you  to  pro« 
duce  any  authority  for  it,  except  what  cxifts  in 
your  own  imagination.  In  my  opinion^  nothing 
can  be  conceived  moreabfurd  than  the  idea  of  the 
necelTary  produfition  of  an  iiuclligcnt  beings  - 
poflefled  of  adual  fubftantial  perfonality,  equal 
in  all  refpefts  to  tl.c  original  intelligent  being, 
from  the  n^cre  felf-contemplation  of  that  origi- 
nal being's  perfeAions.  I  faid  that  nothing  in  the 
Jewifli  Cabbala  could  be  more  abfurd.  You  ia- 
timate^  p.  149.  that  I  may  know  but  little  of  the 
Jewifli  Cabbala ;  but  for  my  purpofe  it  is  quite 
enough)  that  it  is  a  known  proverbial  exprcfllon 
to  denote  the  extrme  of  abfuriityi  and  if  f(^ 
whatever  the  Jewilh  Cabbala  may  really  be  (of 
which  I  may  perhaps  know  as  much  as  yourfelf, 
and  of  which  we  may  each  of  us  foon  learn 
enough  frorn  Bafnage)  the  phrafe  could  not  be 
mifapplied» 

K4  4  find, 
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I  find,  howeverj  a  few  other  things  on  the 

fubjed  of  that  letter,  which  are  curious  enough  ^ 
fo  that»  for  the  amufement,  if  not  the  inftruAion 
of  my  readers^  I  lhaU  make  fome  obfqrvation^  on 
themf 

I. 

In  the  firft  place,  I  (till  think  that  you  youiil  lf 
5U"C  not  pcrfc£tly  orthodox  ;  for  bcHdes  your  vir- 
tual difapprobation  of  the  damnatory  clan  ft  in  the 
Athanafian  creed,  p.  165,  you  allow  a  real  ju^.c* 
riority  in  the  Father.     "  lf>**  you  fay,  p*  145, 
from  fuch  expreflions  as  nrf  Father  is  greaieir 
than  /,  you  would  be  content  to  infer  that  the 
Almighty  Father  is  indeed  thf^  fountain  and 
"  the  center  of  divinity,  and  that  the  equality 
of  godiiead  is  to  be  underftood  with  fome  myf- 
terious  fubordination  of  the  Son  to  the  Father* 
jrou  would  have  the  concurrence  of  the  ancient 
Fathers,  and  of  the  advocates  of  the  true  faith  in 
«  all  ages/'   But  give  me  leave  to  fay,  that  any 
froper  fubordination^  niyllcrious  or  not  myfte- 
jious,  implies  inferiority,  and  is  an  infringement 
pf  the  doArine  of  the  perfeSi  equality  of  thf:  three 
perfons;  fo  that  it  cannot  be,  as  ypur  creed  fays, 
wne  is  afore  jor  after  another.    You  fay,  p.  149. 
I  maintain  the  equality  of  the^chree  perfons  in 
all  the  attributes  of  the  divine  nature.  I  main- 
"  tain  their  equality  in  rank  and  authority,  with 
refpe£l  to  all  created  things,  whatever  relations 
"  or  differences  may  fubfift  between  themfclves." 
Bu(  their  equal  luperiority  to  all  created  beings 

is 
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is  no  i)roof  at  all  of  any  proper  equality  among 
theinrelves.  If  fo>  all  men  would  be  equal  among 
chemlelves,  becaule  all  men  are  fuperior  to  brutes. 

Tour  notion  of  a  real  fubordination,  whicli 

muft  imply  inferiorityy  and  indeed  imperfe^ion^  in 
any  of  the  pcrfons  in  the  trinity,  is  certainly  not 
the  orthodoxy  that  took  place  after  the  council 

of  Nice,  and  that  of  the  Athaaaiian  crccd^ 


1  now  come  to  fometliing  (lill  more  extraordi- 
nary.      I  maintain/*  you  fay,  p,  148.  "  thac 
the  thru  ferfons  are  ^ne  being — I  maiAtam  that 

f*  each  perlbn  by  hinifclf  is  God  ;  bccaufc  each 
poflfefles  fully  every  attribute  of  the  divine  n»- 
ture."  Then,  Sir,  I  aflfcrt,  that  you  maintain 
as  palpable  a  lontradi^Jion  as  it  is  in  the  power  of 
man  to  torm  an  idea  of.  The  term  being  may  be 
predicated  of  every  thing,  and  therefore,  of  each 
of  the  three  perlbn:^  in  the  trinity.  For  to  fay 
that  Chrift,  for  iniUncc,  is  God,  but  that  there  ia 
no  ieingj  no  Jubftance^  to  which  his  attributes 
.  may  be  referred,  were  manifeftly  abfurd ;  and 
therefore  when  you  fay,  that  "each  of  thefc 
perfons  is  by  himfelf  God,*'  you  muft  mean» 
and  in  efFeft  fay,  that  the  Father  feparately 
confidered,  has  a  beings  that  the  Son  likewife, 
feparatrly  confi4ered,  has  his  beings  and  likewife, 
^at  the  Holy  Sph'ij:  feparately  confidered,  has 

his 
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his  being.     Now,  Sir,  if  you  will  be  pleafcd  to 
count  them  up»  you  will  And  th^t  you  have  got 
ibree  Mngs,  as  well  as  ibree  pcrfonSy  and  what  can 
thefe  three  beings  be  bur  ikr^e  Godsj  withouc  lup- 
poiing  that  there  arc  "  three  co-ordinate  pcrions,  ; 
or  three  Fathers,  three  Sons,  or  three  Holy 
Ghofts/*     If  you  like  an  algebraic  cxprefTion 
betcer  than  this,  it  will  itand  thus,  i+i+i=J* 
Have  the  courage  then.  Sir,  to  fpeak  out,  and 
Jay  what  you  muft  mean^  if  you  have  any  mean- 
ing at  all>  that  you  worihip  three  Gods. 

Bur  you  fay,  p.  148.  that  "  thcfc  three  per-  I 
ions  are  all  included  in  the  very  idea  of  a  God,  j 
and  that  for  that  reafon,  as  well  as  for  the  idea**  | 
•*  tity  of  the  attributes  in  each,  it  were  impious  ^ 

and  abfurd  to  iay  that  there  are  three  Gods/* 
If  there  be  any  foundation  for  this  remark,  it 
muft  be  impoffible  for  any  man  to  have  an  idea 
of  a  God,  without  having  at  the  fame  time  aa 
idea  of  thefe  three  perfons ;  and  then  either  there 
cannot  be  any  luch  thing  as  an  unitarian,  denying 
thefe  three  perfons  in  the  godhead,  or  elfe  all 
unitarians  arc  in  faft  atheijisy  having  no  idea  of 
'  any  God  at  all. 

As  you  feem  to  have  bewildered  yourfclf  wy 

much  upon  the  kibjcci:  of  three  perfons  andc^ 
Cody  I  fhall  enter  a  little  farther  into  the  nieta- 
phyfical  analyfis  of  it.  By  the  words  imgjfdh 
fiance^fubjlraium,  &c.  we  caamcannotlung  ^^^^^ 

« 

I 
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than  the  foundallon^  as  ir  were,  of  profcriksy  or 
fome  thiqg  to  which,  in  our  idea,  we  rctcr  all  the 
particular  attributes  of  whatever  exifts.  In  fadv 
they  are  terms  that  may  be  picdlcatcd  oi"  cwcj/ 
thing  that  is  the  i'ubjeft  of  thought  or  difcourlc, 
all  the  difcrimination  of  things  depending  upoa 
their  peculiar  properties.  So  that  whenever  the 
properties  differ,  we  fay  that  there  is  acorre- 
fponding  difference  in  the  things^  beings^  op  fub- 
fiances  thcnifclves.  Conlcquently,  if  the  Father, 
Son,  and  Spirit  differ  in  any  refpedb,  fo  as  to  have 
different  properties^  either  in  relation  to  thcmfel  vcs, 
or  to  other  beings,  we  mult,  accortiing  to  the 
analogy  of  all  language,  fay  that  they  are  tbrc$ 
different  beings^  or  fubjlances. 

Suppofing  again,  that  there  is  what  you  rail 
an  identity  of  attributes  in  each  of  them,  fo  that, 
being confidcrcJ  one  alicr  theuii.cr,  no  ^^liilcrcjicc 
could  be  perceived  even  in  idea^  as  may  be  fup- 
pofed  to  be  the  cafe  of  three  men^  who  fliould  per*-  . 
feclly  rcrcmble  one  another  in  all  external  and 
internal  properties;  and  iuppoiing,  moreovert 
that  there  ihould  be  a  perfed  coincidence  in  all 
their  thoughts  and  actions;  though  there  might 
be  a  perfed  bammy  among  them,  and  this  might 
be  called  unity^  they  would  ftill  be  numerically  • 
$bree.    Confequently,  though  the  Fatlicr,  Son, 
and  Spirit  had  no  real  differences,. but  as  youiay, 
p.  145.  they  had  "  the  moft  perfect  identity  of 
nature,  the  mod  entire  unity  of  will,  and 
confcnt  of  intellefti  and  an  inceffant  co-opera-  ' 

tion 
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tion  in  the  exertion  of  common  powers,  to  a  I 
common  purp nit yet  wouic^thcy,  according 

to  the  analogy  of  language,  not  be  cne  Gsd,  but  ' 

(bree  Gods;  or,  which  is  the  fame  thi-ng,  they 
s  would  be  sbree  beings^  with  equal  divine  natures^ 

juft  as  the  ibree  men  would  be  three  beings  ynik 

equal  human  natures. 

Had  you  never  heard  of  the  ParmemdeSf  I 

Ihould  have  had  fome  hopes  of  your  undcritandr 
ing  thefe  modem  meiapbjifics.    But  though  I  fup-  ' 

pole  I  luivc  left  vov\  far  behind  (perhaps  gone  to 
look  into  Plato,  to  lee  what  he  fays  on  the  fub- 

je£k)  I  (hall  proceed  without  you,  and  give  the 
modern  reader  my  opinion  with  refpe£l  to  the 
proper  and  only  intelligible  ufe  of  the  wonl 

ferfotu 

The  term  hmg^  as  I  have  obferved,  may  be 

predicated  of  every  thing,  without  diftinftion  j 
but  the  term  per/on  is  limited  to  intelligent  bei^^ 
Three  men,  therefore,  are  not  only  three  beings, 
but  likewife  three  perfons  5  the  former  is  the 
genus,  and  the  latter  the  Jpeeies.  But  a  perfm  is 
not  lefs  a  ^rf^onthis  account;  for  each  man 
may  be  faid  to  be  a  being,  as  well  as  a  perfon. 
Confequently,  though  the  word  perfon  be  pro- 
perly applied  to  each  of  the  three  componeni  i 
parts  of  your  trinity,  yet  as  ferjon  is  a  Ijpecies,  ' 
comprehended  under  the  genus  being,  they  muft 
be  three  beings,  as  well  as  three  perjons. 

While 
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While  you.  Sir,  are  either  abr<;nt,  or  wonder^ 
ing  at  thefe  n^eltieSy  I  proceed  to  obfervet  that 

the  term  God  is  a  fubdivifion  under  the  term  pef" 
Jtn^  becaufe  we  define  God,  to  be  an  intelligmi  be* 

ifig  pojfejfed  of  all  pojfible  ferfc^fiofjs.  Confequently, 
if  the  Father,  Son,  and  Spirit,  be  each  of  them 
poITefled  of  all  poifible  perfe£tions^  which  you  do 
HOC  deny,  they  are  each  of  them  a  perfcrjy  each  of 
them  a  bemgy  and  each  of  them  a  God ;  and  what 
is  this  but  making  three  Gods.  Avoid  this  con« 
clufion  from  thefe  principles,  or  alTume  other  " 
principles  more  juft  and  natural,  if  you  can. 

Thefe,  Sir,  if  you  be  within  hearing  at  all,  arc 
6ich  metaphyfics  as  you  might  have  learned  from 
Mr.  Lock,  if  you  had  not  been,  unfortunately 
for  yourfclf  and  your  flock,  poring  fo  long  over 
the  Parmenides.  You  will  probably  obje&  tof 
my  definition  of  the  word  perfon,  as  applied  to 
the  dodtrinc  of  the  trinity  j  but  li  you  give  any 
other  definition,  I  will  venture  to  aflfert,  that  you 
miglu  as  well  fay,  that  the  Father,  Son,  and 
Spirit,  are  three  jIbracadaMs  as  three  ferfim. 
They  will  be  equally  words  without  meaning. 

Athanafius,  and  many  of  the  ancient  FatherSj, 
after  the  council  of  Nice,  became  abfolute  tri- 
theifts  on  tliis  principle,  believing  that  the  Fa- 
ther»  Son,  and  Spirit  are  no  otherwife  e»e^  than 
as  three  particular  men  may  be  confidercd  as  one, 
Athanafius,  confidcring  this  very  difficulty,  fays, 

fioce  the  Father  is  called  God,  the  Son  God, 

«  and 
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niui  the  Holy  Spirit  God,  how  is  it  chat  there  are 
«  aot  three  Gods  he  anfwcrs,  "  becaufe  where 
^  there  is  a  common  nature,  the  naipe  of  the  dig- 

nity  is  likewifc  common? /'  And  he  illuftratc* 
this,  by  God's  calling  the  whole  human  race  by 
the  name  ofman,  in  the  fingular  number,  and  by 
Molcs's  fpeaking  of  the  horje  and  the  borfeman 
being  drowned  in  the  Red  Sea,  when  in  faft,^ 
'  great  numbers  of  each  fort  were  intended.    "  If 

this,'*  fays  he,  "  be  the  cafe  with  refpeft  to 

men,  who  differ  fo  mtich  as  they  do  from  each 

"other,  fo  that  all  rnca  nuiy  be  called  one  man, 
•*  much  more  may  we  call  the  trinity  one  God, 
when  their  dignity  is  undivided,  they  have  one 
kingdom,  one  power,  will,  and  energy,  which 
«*  dittmguilhes  tlie  trinity  from  created  things f/' 

c  I  aoi  far  from  faying  thar  Achanafius  is  con- 

liftent  with  himfelf  in  this  account  of  the  unity  of 
the  three  perfons  in  the  trinity  ^  for  he  elfewhere 
iays  that  there  is  cne  Gody  becaufe  there  b  om 
legotten  taiuery  the  lole  fountain  of  deity,  &c.^but 
this  reprcfcntation  occurs  in  many  of  the  Fathers, 
and  in  my  larger  hiftory  I  ihail  fhew  to  what  a 
variety  of  other  mifcrable  fubterfuges  the  ortho- 

♦         'VOK  cv7t  J'vvjlIsu  Kiyi^cu  o  77fit7«p  )y  o  vM 

^t@^i  ^      'Bi  ivuct  TO  ctyiof  )u  H  roiif  nai  ^£5/ ;  •T* 

Mi»iEflentia»  Opera,  vol.  I.  p*  213, 

ffc(  At^M -d^bor.    ibid.  p.  2ii|, 

dox 
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dox  were  driven  co  maiauin  the  unity  of  tbeif 
trinity* 

In  the  dialogue  againd  the  MacedonianSy 
written  after  the  age  of  Athanafius,  the  orthodox 

fpeaker  is  reprcfented  as  faying,  as  Paul,  Peter, 
and  Timothy,  are  of  one  nature,  and  three  hy- 

"  poftafes ;  fo  I  fay,  the  Father,  Son,  and  Holy 
Spirit^  are  three  hypuUaici*,  and  one  nature 

You  fay,  p.  5.  "  The  opinion  of  three  perlbna 
in  the  godhead,  unrelated  to  each  other,  and 
<^  diftind  in  all  refpe&s^  is  rank  tritheifm ;  be* 
caxife  what  are  unrelated,  and  diftinft  in  all  re- 
ipc^ls,  are  many  in  all  rclpedsj  and  being 
many  in  all  refpe&s,  cannot  in  any  refpeft  be 
one."    But  no  rehmon^  let  it  be  ever  fo  inti- 
mate, can  remove  their  nummcal  difference.  Let 
three  men  be  t^nmSei  in  any  manner  that  you  can 
imagine,  they  can  only  be  onCt  as  partaking  of 
the  fam  naiure,  and  therefore,  though  they  re« 
fcmblc  one  another  ever  fo  much,  they  can  only 
be  faid  to  be  ftmilar  in  al}  refpeds  %  but  ftiU  they 
will  be  numerically  tbrtt.   In  like  manner,  fup- 

pok  any  relations  you  plealc,  known  or  un- 
known, between  the  three  perions  to  whom  the 
title  of  God  equally  belongs,  they  will  no  more 
make  $ne  God,  than  three  related  men  can  make 

Tgn$  tnPWM€%if         1^       fv^ir.  Optra,  toU  IL  p.  9^ 

one 
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one  mm,  but  mud  be  numerically  three  Gdi. 
Councils  and  lynods,  kings  and  houfcs  of  parlia- 
menr,  may  decree  that  tbree  are  me,  and  archdca- 
oins  may  defend  the  doftrine,  but  miracles  can- 
not prove  it.  As  you  and  your  friends  fay  wiih 
rtlptft  to  fomc  late  proceedings  in  the  Royal 
.  Society,  "  ^'iJtfo  and  iwo  ever  wili  ucfour,  and  the 
«  three  angles  of  a  triangle  will  be  equal  to  two 
right  angles.*' 

But  I  find  it  is  in  vain  to  appeal  to  reafon,  or 
even  to  the  fcri  ptures.  Your  doctrine  of  the  rri- 
ni^y  waii  not  derived  from  reafon,  or  the  fcrip- 
lures,  but  from  Plato.  I  then  fct  myfelf,*' 
\uu  fay,  p.  163.     to  confidcr  whether  1  knew 

enough  of  the  divine  uraiyy  to  pronounce  the 
«  triniiy  an  wfringment  of  it.  Upon  this  point» 
"  the  Platonifts,  whofe  acquainLancc  I  now  be- 
«*  gan  to  cultivate^  foon  brpught  mc  to  a  right 

mind.** 

They  did  the  fame  good  office  for  Auftin  be- 
fof  e  you,  and  I  fear  they  arc  ftill  doing  the  fame 
iou  others,  notwithttanding  the  cautions  given  us 
in  the  fcriptures  againlt  the  mixture  of  vain  and 

!  11 :  d  philofophy  with  chriftianity.  You  kindly 
advife  me  to  take  the  fame  courfe,  "  If,"  you 
fay,  p.  142,  "  you  imagine  tliat  the  abloiutc 
••  unity  of  the  tiivinc  fubftance  is  more  cafily  to 
explained  than  the  trinity,  let  me  entreat 

voii  Sir,  to  read  the  Parmenides.  It  is,  indeed, 
*•  in  iluLu'^  Achaol,  if  any  where,  that  a  man's 

"  eyes 
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eyes  arc  likely  to  be  opened  to  his  own  igno- 

ranee.*'  But,  Sir,  what  muft  they  do  who  c:in- 
not  read  the  Parmenides  ?  I  fuppole  they  muft 
go  without  the  dodbrine  of  the  trinity,  and  like*^ 
the  lower  order  of  rhnilians  in  the  time  of  Ori- 
gen,  be  content  with  the  corporeal  goffeli  the 
plain  dodkrine  of  Jefus  Cbrifty  and  bim  crucifiid. 
But  with  this  the  apoftlePaul  was  contented,  and 
fo  am  I. 

I  have,  however,  read  the  Parmenides^  and 
though  I  expe<5b  you  will  exult  over  me  as  ufual, 
calling  me,  p.  1$.  a  child  in  pkuonifm,  and  fay^ 
that     I  cannot  apprehend  a  platonic  notion  when 

//  is  clearly  Jet  before  w,*' p.  124,  1  have  no 
fcruple  to  declare,  that  I  was  not  able  to  get  one 
ray  of  good  fenfe  from  tlie  whole  of  It ,  I  fhould 
even  think  the  extrafting  of  fun- beams  from 
cucumbers  the  more  hopeful  projedt  of  the- 
two.  And  fo  far  am  I  from  advifing  the  read- 
ing of  it  for  any  ufcful  purpofe,  that  1  fhoul4 
rather  fay,  if  a  man  perceives  any  incipient 
cloudinefs  in  his  head,  and  wifhcs  to  have*  the 
little  underftanding  that  he  has  left  utterly  con* 

founded,  let  bim  read  the  Parmenides  *.   I  lhall 

• 

*  Among  other  myfttritt^  as  Mr.  Sydenham  call  them,  of 
the  Pannenidesp  Plato,  after  (hewing  that  Utftentft  ctnoot  be* 
long  either  to  the  ivbole  or  the  part  of  any  thing,  eondadet, 
that  nothing  it  livlt  but  littltm/s  itfolf^**  t/  %u  ^fAnf§f 
mhMf  Avinf  TNf  O'lJLiKfolrfl^*  It  woM  he  no  bad  parody  on  this 
to  fay.  Nothing  is  nonienlicil  but  nonfenfe  itfelf;  and  this 
noofeare  {i(  it  can  cxiil  in  the  abllrawt}  is  in  the  Parmeoides.' 

L  fay 
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'  lay  the  fame  with  rcfpeft  to  almoft  all  the  mcti* 
phyiks  of  anckacs  ^  and  ic  is  very  poiiible  that 
I  may  have  gWei)  as  much  acceation  to  thefe  things 
as  you  have  done,  though  I  have  not  been  fo  oitcn- 
tatious  of  Any  perfon  fince  the  tioie  of  Mr. 
Ldcke,  may  Iky  this  of  all  the  ancienca  withouc 
much  arrogance.  So  tar,  however,  I  agree  with 
you,  diat  the  ftudy  cf  the  Farmeoidcs  may  do  very 
well  by  way  of  preparation  for  that  of  the  dodrioc 
of  the  uinuy  *. 

IIL 

Perhaps  the  moft  extraordinary  part  of  your 
whole  performance,  is  what  you  fay  of  the  mjfie" 

rioufnejs  of  the  dollrine  of  the  divine  unify,  and  oi 
the  unitarians  haying  nothing  to  plead  for  them- 
ielves  but  fingle  texts  of  fcripture,  interpret  io  a 
figurative  manner*  "  If  the  word"  (fpoken  of  by 
*'Johii)  you  fay,  p.  1389  ^<  be.  the  divine  attribute 

wifdcm^  then  that  attribute,  in  the  degree  whidi 

was  equal  to  the  formation  of  the  univerfc,  in  this 
*^  view  of  the  fcripture  do&rine,  was  conveyed  en- 
^'tire  into  the  mind  of  a  mere  man,  the  fboofa 

Jewifh  carpenter.  A  much  greater  diificulty,  in 
5<  my  apprehenfioHt  than  any  that  is  to  be  found  is 

the  catholic  faith.'' 

.  *  UPimt9*s/cMhu  this  ulifinaaic  power  of§ftnk^Mmm*i 

0ti^  t9  bis  MM  igmrami,  I  would  advile  >Dr.  HoHLey  to  coati- 
nue  in  it  awhile  longer ;  for  thii  if  a  braach  of  icieoce  ia  which 
ke  has  yet  (ometliing  to  leani.  Nor  will  it  be  amifs  if  lie  ttkt 
hb  goBd  €PidaB!i  sdfy  along  with  him;  though,  as  ic  will  kftt 
his  prefimiption^  it  may  hurt  him  as  a  Rtvitwr^  whi(h>  so 
doi^t*  ought  to  be  confidered* 
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■  In  reading  this,  in  l  other  paifa^cs  ia  yoar  LeUers, 
I  cannot  help  admiring  your  talent  of  klicning  the 
difficulties  of  your  own  fcheme^  and  magnify ing 
thofe  of  oth'-rs.  it  you  ufe  the  iatnc  tcklcopc,  you 
ccrcaioly  turn  differenc  ends  to  diffcrenc  objcds. 

Pray,  Sir,  what  Socinian  ever  maintaint:d  that 
the  divihe  attribute  wirdom,  in  the  degree  which 
was  equal  to  the  formation  of  the  univcrfe,  was 
•*  conveyed  entire  into  the  mind  of  Jcfus  Ciiriil  ?" 
What  we  believe,  and  ail  that  is  required  by  our  in- 
terpretation of  the  hgos  (as  meaning  the  divine  attri- 
bute, Jo///)  is,  that  zporuoH  only  oi  the  lame  wil- 
dom  that  formed  the  univerfe,  was  communicated  to 
Chrift,  a  porrion  fufficient  to  enaUehim  to  do  what 
he  aftualiy  did,  and  to  lay  what  he  aftuaiiy  faid. 
The  Sockiians  do  not  believe  that  Chrift  made  the 
univerfr,  or  that  he  was  any  way  inftrumtntal  in 
making  it. 

m 

For  my  own  part,  I  never  before  heard  of,  or 
iufpe&cd,  any  difficulty  in  God's  making  man  the 
inftrument,  by  which  to  do  what  man  alone  could 
not  do.  Did  not  God  fuggeft  to  Mofes  what  he 
could  not  liavc  delivered  of  himfelf?  In  many  of 
the  miracles  which  attended  the  reieafe  of  the 
Ifraelitcs  from  F^^yptian  bondage,  and  their  paffage 
through  the  wildernefs»  Moles  was  the  immediate, 
or  oftenfible  agent,  but  the  power  was  of  God ;  and 
yet  this  was  no  [)roper  infufing  of  the  divine  power 
into  Moles.   The  power  was  iliU  the  incommuni* 

L  2  '  cable 
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cable  attribute  of  the  Divine  Being.  Ac 

jngly,  Jcfus  fays,  that  it  was  not  himfdf,  but  the 
Jathcr  wiibin  bim^  or  ading  by  him,  that  did  the 
works ;  and  that  the  words  wbieb  be  /pake  nt 
his  ow7t.  Moreover,  he  lays  of  the  apoftles,  dut 
they  Ihould  do  greater  things  than  he  himfclf  had 
done.  From  this»  then,  you  ought  to  conchide, 
that  the  divine  attributes  of  wifdoiu  aad  power  woe 
conveyed  entire  into  the  minds  of  die  apoftles,  or 
even  that  they  were  Gods  fuperior  to  Chhft.  Suck 
reafoninij  as  this,  I  have  ha: dly  patience  to  itfilCC*  ■ 
Eui,  furcly,  you  cannot  be  ferious  ia  fayifigdutdiis 
difficulty  in  the  Sociniaa  fchenne  is  equal  to  ti^l  of 
three  pcrjons  in  ane  God  in  the  Athanafian  trinity>o^' 
to  that  m  your  own  at^ciOjUAC  of  the  ^Mam  triiu&jr* 

But  perhaps  the  moll  extraordinary  part  of  fOW 

V  hole  work  will  be  thougjit  to  be  the  following. 
In  anfwer  to  my  faying  that  **  many  pafliig» 
*•  Icripiure  inculcate  rhtdodiine  of  the  divine  unity 

V  in  the  clearcil  and  llrongc^l  a)anaef«"-  you  ^^1^ 
p.  141.  "  Be  plcafcd>  Sir,  to  produqe  one  of  the 

many  i"  meaning  evidently,  that  there  is  no  fuch. 
paflage  ^  and  p.  17.  you  add,  "  the  unitarians  them* 
"  fclvcs  pritmi  not  tbw  their  do^ne  is^  to  be 
"  found  in  the  plain  literal  ftnfe  of  holy  writ.  Ob 

the  contrary,  they  take  the  greateft  paiiv»  ^ 

plaia  away  the  literal  meaning.'^ 


Now,  Sir,  if  you  had  realty  read  any  unuii 
trcaiife  at  alt,  you  muft  have  known  that  this  repi«- 
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icntation  is  the  reverfe  of  the  fa£t.  We  unitarians 
certainly  pmend  at  lead,  whether  we  be  dble  to 
prove  it  or  not,  that  the  general  tenor ^  and  plain 
literal  fenfe  of  fcripiure  is  in  our  favour^  that  they 
arc  only  particular  textSy  and  thofe  ill-underftood, 
that  you  avail  yourfelves  of;  and  we  lay,  that 
there  is  no  difficulty  in  interpreting  even  thpfe 
texts  in  perfect  confiftency  with  the  unitarian 
do^trine^  if  the  true  idiom  of  the  language  be 
confidered. 

You  complain  of  my  not  readings  but  only  hok- 
ing  tbr&ugb  authors.  But  furely,  you  cannot  have 
even  looked  through  the  very  Letters  of  mine  that 
you  are  profeifedly  replying  to.    Let  me  there-r 
fore,  bring  again  before  your  view,  a  paragraph 
or  two  in  thofe  letters,  which^  as  far  as  pretenfions 
go,  diredly  contradift  your  confident  afiertion. 
Slc  p.  90.  where  you  will  find  as  follows :  "  I 
will  venture  to  fay>  that  for  one  text  in  which 
you  can  pretend  to  find  any  thing  har/h  or 
difficult  to  me,  I  will  engage  to  produce  ten 
that  ihall  create  more  diihcuky  to  you.  How 
ftrangely  muft  you  torture  the  plaineft  Ian- 
guagC)  and  in  which  there  is  not  a  lhadow  of 
figure,  to  interpret  to  your  purpofe,  i  Tim.  ii, 

5.  ^tbere  is  one  Gody  and  one  mediator  betvjccjt 
God  and  man^  the  man  Chrift  Jefns.  i  Cor.  viii. 

6.  ^0  us  there  U  Imt  oneGod^  tl^Faeber^  of  wbm 
"  are  all  things  and  we  in  him^  and  one  Lord  J  ejus 

Chrift f  by  whom  are  all  things^  and  we  by  bim ;  or 
"  that  expreffion  of  our  Saviour  himfelf,  John 

i  xvix. 
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*^  xvii,  a.  fhat  they  might  know  tbee^  the  only  trmi 
^^Ged^  dnd  Jefus  Cbrift  tffbm  tbm  baft  fmi. 
Never  upbraid  us  unitarians  with  torturing 
the  fcripcuresj  while  you  have  thefe»  and  a  htm- 
.    dred  other  plain  texts,  to  ftrain  at,  and  to  bend 
"  to  your  Ath^inaiian  hypocheiis;  bcfides  many 
general  argumenis^  from  reafon  and  the  fcrip- 
tillers,  ot  more  real  furcc  thaii  any  parucuiar 
texts,  to  aniwcr/*  • 

This,  Sir,  was  certainly  anfwcring  your  chal- 
lenge to  produee  4ni  plain  (exi  in  favour  of  the 
unitarian  doftrine  before  it  was  thrown  out.  I 
appeal  to  yourfelf  for  the  obvious  ienfe  of  the 
paiTages  I  have  now  recited ;  and  you  fay,  p.  2  j. 

It  is  a  principle  with  me,  their  tiic  true  fenfe  of 
"  any  phrafe  in  the  New  Teltament  is  what  may 

be  called  its  ftanding  fenfe,  that  which  will  be 
"  the  firft  to  occur  to  comaion  people,  of  every 
^<  cotintry»  and  in  every  age"^/' 

I  would  alfo  refer  you  to  a  fmall  piece  1  lately 
publilhed,  entitled  Agener^Viewef  ibeArguMnes 
fer  tbeVnity  of  God^  and  Qgainjt  the  Divinity  and  Pre- 
exijUna  cf  Cbr\ft^from  Reafon^  from  the  Serif  tures, 
mid  fitm  Hiftefy^  which  you  feem  to  have  feen,  aft 
you  rct'cr  to  niy  two  fenny  fampbUlSy  for  this  is 

*  It  it  rcmirinble,  that  the  orthodoxy  eveo  aher  tlie  coodcU 
of  Nice,  complained  of  the  advutage  which  the  aaictnans  bad 
in  appeaHng  to  the  literal  ienleof  the  fcriptutts*  If/^  Uy% 
Gregory  Nyiba,  a  ua  rtfta  ia  the  bftt«  tetter,  far  he 
'*  jvdaiiet  ia  opiaioa,  and  hai  Dot  learned  that  a  chriBian  ts 
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fold  for  two-pence.    There  you  will  find,  not 

only  that  Socinians  pretend  to  have  the  clear 
fenfe  of  fcripture  in  their  favour,  but  many  of 
thofe  paflages,  exprefiive  of  that  clear  fenfe, 
produced,  I  there  obferve,  p.  10.  that  **  the 
*^  fcriptures  contain  the  clearett  and  the  nioft  ex- 

prefs  declarations,  that  there  is  but  0ne  God, 
**  without  ever  mentioning  any  exception  in  fa- 

vour  of  a  trinity,  or  guarding  us  againii  being 
*^  led  into  any  miftake  by  fuch  general  and  un«» 
•*  limited  exprefllons."  And  if  this  language, 
as  you  fuppofe,  always  refpeded  the  multiplicity 
of  gods  among  the  heathens,  why  is  this  one 
God,  in  the  New  Teftamcnt,  always  called  the 
FalJber^  and  even  the  God  and  Father  of  cur  Lord 
Jtfus  Cbrift  ;  and  why  are  we  no  where  rold  that 
this  one  God  is  the  trinity y  confifting  of  the  luUber^ 
the  Son^  and  the  Holy  Gbofi  i  This,  Sir,  is  the 
language  of  your  litany  only.  The  Bible  ufed  in 

«*  not  the  difciple  of  the  letter,  bat  of  the  fpirit;  for  the  letter 
kiilctli,  but  tbe  (pirit  giveth  life."   Ownv^  u  4iAjv  «'«tp«t* 
fcirti  9«  yf^^hl^<tlh  ^  t'^^  'Ti;/*  r«  jutpoi  U^cu^u  79  yvt^fAn, 

MM  w^viidl^.,  Ttf  7* p  ^pftfi/M*,  f$iOi¥,  ^uriKhtwti,  A 
(mrMu*,    Contra  EmtodMim  Oratio  xvi«  Operi^ 

Vol.  IL  p.  341. 

.  It  is  to  be  obferved,  that  by  jmUdzini^mzB  neaDt  adopt- 
ing tike  doarine  of  lAr  ^fimfk  hmamij  ^  CifrJ/.  For  the  an- 
cient unitarians  were  commonly  compared  hy  the  orthodox  to 
Jfwi,  mdtke  jfrisnj  to  Gentiles,  as  woriliipper  of  aw»  Gtds^  the 
Aiiaii  logoi  not  being  of  the  fame  fnbftance  with  the  Father ; 
and  thercibfc  a  maker  of  the  worlds  Of  a  God>  quite  dtftin^ 
(bmhiffl. 
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our  conventicles,  contains  no  fuch  barbarous 

jargon,  ,  | 

I 

I  would  alfo  riecommend  to  your  perufal  an-  : 

other  paiuphlet  of  mine,  called  An  ylppcul  to  the 
Jerious  and  candid  Profejfors  of  Chnjlianityy  of  which  I 
more  than  ten  thoufand  have  been  fold  for  a  ' 
penny  eachj  and  of  this  I  have  lately  piiblilhcJ  \ 
a  new  edition,  and  have  annexed  to  it  the  rei> 
markable  Trhl    Mr.  Eltvally  of  Wolverhamp-  : 
ton,  in  this  neighbourhood,  for  his  publications  ' 
in  defence  of  the  Socinian  do&rine.  Thcfe  foiaU 
publications  of  mine  have,  I  truft,  done  much 
good,  though  you  will  call  it  nnuch  mifchicf,  in 
this  country  1  and  I  rejoice  in  perceiving  the  |n* 
creafe  of  this  good,  or  this  mifchief,  every  day  ; 
and  I  hayc  po  doubt  of  the  fuccefsful  fprcad  of 
religious  truth  by  means  of  thefe  publications, 
notwithftanding  all  you  can  do  to  counttnft 
them,  as  you  boaft,  by  means  of  the  Monthly 
Review. 

IV. 

In  one  thing  I  am  glad  to  find  that  you  and  I 
entertain  the  fame  opinion,  which  is  tliat  there 
is  no  medium  between  admitting  the  fimple  hu«  | 
manity  of  Chrift,  and  that  he  is  properly  God, 

Having  once  admitted,*'  you  lay  p.  162.  **hi^ 
^<  pre-rcxiftence  in  an  exalted  ftate,  I  faw  the  nc- 

ceffity  of  placing  hini  at  the  head  of  the  crea- 

tion.    Being  thus  convinced  that  pur  Lor4  \ 

jcfai 
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^*  Jefus  Chrift  is  indeed  the  maker  of  all  things, 
i  found  that  I  could  not;  rcil  fatisfied  with 
the  notion  of  a  maker  of  ibe  univerfe^  nd 
God.     I  faw  that  all  the  extravagancies  of  the 

*^  Gnoilics  bung  upon  that  one  princ  pie,  and  I 
could  have  little  opinion  of  the  truth  of  a  principle^ 
which  fecmcd  fo  big  with  mifcluef.** 

You  alfo  obfcrve,  very  juftly,  p.  137.  Can 
any  power  or  wifdom  lefs  than  the  i'upreme  be  z 

fufficiciiL  ground  tor  the  truft  ^vc  arc  icquiixd  10 
place  in  providence?  Make  the  wifaom  and 
the  power  of  our  ruler  what  you  pleafe,  AiU,  upon 
the  Atian  principle,  it  is  t:.c  wifdom  and  the 
power  of  a  creature.  Where  then  will  be  the 
certainty  that  the  evil  which  we  find  in  the  world 
"  lias  not  crept  ja  through  foipe  imperfection  ia 
^  the  original  contrivance^  or  in  the  prelent  manage- 
ment;  fince  every  intelleft  below  the  firft  may 
be  liable  to  error,  and  any  power  fhorc  of  ihc  fu- 
preme  may  be  inadequate  to  purpoies  of  a  cer« 
tain  magnitude  ?  But  if  evil  may  have  crept  in 
thuSj  what  alTurance  can  we  have  that  it  will  cvqr 
be  extirpated  i" 

But  if  there  be  no  proper  medium  between  the 

Athanafian  and  the  Socinian  fchcmc,  which  I  rv.Mdily 
admity  I  alfo  maintain  that  there  is  no  medium  at 
all  between  the  Socinian  doftrine  and  an  abfoiute 
contradidtion,  for  fuch  Athanafianifm  is ;  fo  thap 
there  is  no  lefource  but  in  the  Socinian  doArinei 
;3ppofe  it  as  much  as  you  will. 
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LETTER  XIV, 
Of  Pffffif  U  Chr^t. 

Rev.  Sir^ 

J_J  A VI  NG  got  three  perfons,  all  of  thcni 
poffcffed  of  all  divine  pcrfcdions,  all  of 
them  having  intercourfe  with  mankind,  and  con- 
fequcntly  ail  of  ihcm  natui  ally  oljeHs  of  pvayery  I 
do  not  wonder  that  you  appear  to  be  a  little  cm- 
barraifcd  in  your  ideas  of  what  is  proper  to  be 
clone  with  refpeft  to  each  of  them,  individually 
confidercd.       That  the  Father/*  you  fay,  p. 
loj.    is  a  proper  objeA  of  prayer,  God  forbid 
that  I  fliould  ever  not  acknowledge.    That  he 
IS  tb€  proper  objcdl,  in  the  fcnfc  in  which  you 
«  fecm  to  make  the  aflcrtion,  in  prejudice  and 
«  cxchifion  of  the  other  perfoas,  God  forbid  that 
I  Ihould  ever  concede*  I  deny  not  that  there  is 
an  honour  perfonally  due  to  hi  ii  as  the  Father. 
There  is  alfo  an  honour  perfonally  due  to  the 
Son,  as  the  Son,  and  to  the  Spirit  as  the  Spirit, 
"  but  our  knowledge  of  the  perfonal  diftindiom 
is  fo  oblcure,  m  comparifon  of  our  appreheti* 
"  fion  of  the  general  attributes  of  the  godhead, 
"  that  it  ITiould  feem  that  the  divinity  (the  t* 
^uov)  is  rather  to  be  generally  worshipped  in 
"  the  three  perfons  jointly,  and  indiffercnr]> , 

"  than 
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^*  than  that  any  diftinfl;  honours  are  to  be  offered 
*^  to  each  feparacel)r«     Prayer,  however,  for 

fuccour  again fi  cxLcrnal  perfecution,  feems 
**  addreiTed  with  particular  propriety  to  the  Son/* 

Now,  Sir,  as  this  is  a  thing  that  relates  to 
pra^ice^  i  fliould  have  imagined  that,  if-each  of 
the  three  peifons  had  been  to  be  addreflfed  fepa* 
rately,  we  fliould  have  been  dictindly  infornied 
concerning  the  circumftances  in  which  we  were  to 
pray  to  one  of  ilien^,  and  not  to  the  others ;  con- 
fidcring  how  difiicuit  it  muft  be,  froin  the  nature 
of  the  thing,  for  mere  men  to  diftinguifli  the  fe- 
paraie  rights  of  three  divine  perfons,     1  hat  you 
yourfelf  have  made  fome  miftake  in  this  buiinefst 
will  not,  I  think,  be  difficult  tofliew.  In  order  to 
thisv  let  us  confider  how  your  Juppofuion  or  ihiorj^ 
.  correfponds  to  the  fa^.     For  if  it  be  not  fiip- 
porteU  by  coirelponding  fafts,  liuw  ingenious,  or 
probable,  foever  it  may  feem  to  be,  a  prim,  it 
muft  fall  to  the  ground.     You  wifl  agree  with 
me,  1  imagine,  that  the  apoftles  and  primitive 
chriftians  luiew  whether  the  Father  or  the  Son 
v/as  the  more  proper  objeft  of  prayer  in  the  time 
oi  periccution.     Let  us  fee  then  both  what^'- 
reSicns  they  gave,  and  aifo  what  they  themfelves 
a(^tually  dtd  m  this  cafe. 

The  apoftle  James,  writing  to  chriftians  in  a 
ftate  of  perfecution,  fays,  ch.  i.  2.  &c.  Mj  tfritbren 

CQuni  it  all  joy  wbenye  fall  into  divers  temptations ,  or 

trials. 
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trials,  &c.  If  any  of  you  lack  icifuoni^  ht  him  ajk 
Goi.  You  wUl  hardly  fay  that  ia  this  he  ad* 
vifcj  thciii  to  apply  to  GtnyZ,  or  to  the  irimty^  for 
diicAion  ia  thcl'e  circumftances.  If  you  do,  1 
will  venture  to  aflcrt,  that  your  hypothecs  has  no 
countenance  either  in  the  fcrjptures,  or  in  any* 
chriftian  writer  before  the  council  of  Nice.  For 
they  all  undcrftood  ib$'Fatber  alone  to  be  intended 
whenever  mcauon  is  made  of  God  abloluteiy. 

Peter,  writing  to  chrifttans  in  the  fame  litua- 
lion,  fays,  iPct  iv,  19.  wherefore  let  than  that  fuf-  • 
fir  Mcccrding  to  the  mil  of  God  commit  the  keeping  ' 
of  their  fouls  to  bim  in  well  domgy  as  unto  a  faiihjul  ' 
creator^     This  is  certainly  meant  of  Ciod  the 
Father;  but  more  evidently  muft  we  fo  interpret,  ' 

1  Pet.  v.  10.  The  God  cf  all  grace ^  who  has  called 
US  into  his  eternal  glory  by  Cbriji  jfifus^  after  ibai  ye 
bave  fuffered  a  wbile^  make  you  perfeB^  ejlablifh^ 
Jirefigihm,  fettle  you.  1  do  not  find  here,  or  any  1 
where  tlfc  in  the  fcriptures,  any  dire&ion  to  pray 
to  Chrift  in  time  of  perfecution^  or  indeed,  in 
any  other  circumilances. 

Let  us  now  attend  to  fonie  particulars  in  the 
bifiory  of  the  apoftles.  When  Herod  had  put  to 
death  James,  the  brother  of  John,  and  imprifoncd 
Vetcr,  we  read,  A«fis  xii.  5.  that  prayer  was 
modi  wiiboMt  eeafing  of  tbe  cburcb  to  God,  not  to 
Cl\rift,  for  i.^u.  When  Paul  and  Silas  were 
in  prUon  at  Philippi,  we  read,  A^ts  xvj.  25.  that 

thef 
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thtyfung  praifes  to  God,  not  to  Chrift.  And  when 
Paul  was  warned  of  what  would  bcfal  him  if  he 
went  to  Jcrufalem,  Afts  xxi.  14.  he  faid,  the  will 
qJ  tbt  Lord  be  done.  This^  you  muft  fuppofe^  was 
meant  of  God  the  Father^  becaufe  Chrift  himfclf 
ufcd  the  fame  language  in  this  fenfc,  when,  in 
praying  to  the  Father,  he  faid.  Not  my  mil  hut 
ibine  be  done* 

Thefc,  you  may  perhaps  fay,  are  only  incident 
ial  cinumftancesy  on  which  no  great  ftrefs  is  to  be 
laid.    But  in  A6ts  vi.  24.  &c.  we  have  a  prayer 
of  fome  length  addrcffcd  to  God  the  Fatheri  at 
the  very  beginning  of  the  pcrfecution  of  chrif- 
tians,  when  Peter  and  John  had  been  examined 
before  the  high  prieft,  and  his  court,  and  had 
been  threatened  by  them.  As  1  fufpeft  that  you 
may  not  have  given  much  attention  to  the  tenor 
oi  it,  I  fhall  recite  the  whole,  which  is  as  follows: 
And  when  they  hftard  that,  they  lifted  up  their 
voice  to  God,  with  one  accord,  and  faid.  Lord, 
thou  art  God,  who  haft  made  heaven  and  earth, 
and  the  fea,  and  all  that  in  them  is ;  who  by 
the  mouth  of  thy  fervant  David,  haft  faid,  fFhy 
"  did  the  heathen  rage  and  the  people  imagine  vain 
things y  The  kings  of  the  earth  ftood  upy  and  th€ 
rulers  were  gathered  together y  againfi  the  Lord, 
and  againft  bis  Chrift,  For  of  a  truth  againft  thy 
lioly  child"  (or  fci-vanc)  "  Jefus  whom  thcfu  haft 
anointed,  both  Herod  and  Pontius  Pilate,  with 
*•  the  Gentiles,  and  the  people  of  Ifrael,  were 
"  gathered  together,  for  to  do  whatfocvcr  thy 
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hand  and  thy  counfcl  determined  before  to  be 
done.    And  now  Lord  behold  their  threat- 
**  i/mgs,  and  grmt  unto  thy  fervants,  that  w^ih 
"  all  boldnefs  they  may  fpealc  thy  word,  by 
ftretching  forth  thy  hand  to  heal ;  and  that 
figns  and  wonders  may  be  done  by  the  naaic 
"  gf  thy  holy  child'*  (or  lervant)  "  Jcfus/* 

We  have  now  examined  fome  particulars  both 
of  the  ^n/trudious,  and  the  i^atnples  of  fcripturc, 
with  regard  to  the  proper  objedk  of  praTc^r  19 
time  of  pci  fecutioni  from  which  it  appears,  thai, 
even  in  this  cafe^  we  have  00  aiuhori^  co  pray  to 
any  other  than  that  one  God,  to  whom  Chrift 
himildf  prayed  in  his  affliction  i  and  if  wc  b^  not 
authorized  to  pray  to  Chrift  in  anie  of  per(eciH 
tion,  there  is,  by  your  own  acknowledgment^ 
Jefs  piopriecy  in  praying  to  him  on  any.  other 
occafion. 

m 

As  you  profefs  a  great  regard  for  thofc  who  arc 
called  apojlolical  Fathers,  let  us  attend  to  the 
prayer  of  Polycarp,  when  he  was  tied  to  the 
ilal;x,  ready  to  be  burned  alive.  Now  tiiis  prayer 
which  is  a  preuy  remarkable  one,  is  addFeficd  to 
.God  the  Father,  and  not  to  Chrift ;  fo  that  this 
difciple  of  the  apoftle  John,  did  not  think  the 
example  of  Stephen  any  precedent  for  him.  The 
jaayer  begins  as  follows :     O  Lord,  God  Ai- 

uoighty,  the  Father  of  thy  well-beloved  and 
**  blcficJ  Son  Jcfus  Chrill,  by  whom  wc  have  re- 
^'ceivcd  the  knowledge  of  thee,  the  God  oi 

angels 
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angels  and  powers,  and  of  every  creature,  and 
eipecially  of  the  whole  race  of  juft  men/'  &c. 

* 

You  fee  then.  Sir,  how  greatty  you  haye  been 

mifled  by  your  fpuulative  theology^  by  your  atten- 
tion to  particular  texts,  fingle  incidenu,  and 
innaginary  proprUHeSj  without  attending  to  the 
general  tenor  of  fcripture,  the  plain  diredtions 
that  are  there  given  for  our  conduA,  and  the 
conftant  praftlce  of  the  apoftles,  which  fupply  the 
beft  interpceution  of  their  do€lrine«  To  con- 
dudet  as  you  have  done,  from  the  fingle  cafe  of 

Stephen,  that  all  chrlftians  arc  aiithorifcd  to  pray 
to  Chrift,  is  like  concluding  that  all  iiutter  has  a 
tendency  to  go  upwards,  becaufe  a  needk  will 
do  foy  when  a  magnet  is  held  over  When 
you  ihall  be  in  the  fame  circumftances  ^th  Sxt^ 
phen,  having  your  mind  ftrongly  imprefled  with 
a  vifion  of  Chriit  fitting  at  the  right-hand  of 
God,  you  nnay  then,  perhaps,  be  authoriied  to 
addrcfs  yourfelf  to  him  as  he  did  i  but  the  whole 
tenor  of  the  Scriptures  proves  that,  otherwile, 
you  have  no  authority  at  all  for  any  fuch  pniiftice# 

« 

I  am,  &c. 
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LETTER  XV. 

OJ  ttc  UnUarian  Principles  with  refpe3  io  Alabs- 

mtamfm  oHd  bfidcluy. 

4 

J 

Rey.  Sir, 

TJl/E  arc  not,  I  hope,  to  judge  of  your  acquaint- 
ance  with  the  opinions  of  the  ancients, 
(which  we  have  dignified  with  the  name  of  Urn'm- 

iii^)  by  the  coFrcdnefs  with  which  you  ftatc  the 
opinions  of  the  moderns,  even  thoic  which 
jrou  undertake  to  controvert,  and  therefore 
ought  to  have  ilucicd.  Here,  Sir,  you  ccrtainiV 
have  no  choice  bm  of  the  groffefi:  igmraacc^  and 
confequently  frefumption^  or  the  moSt  perverfe 
and  wilful  of  all  niifreprefentations.  Your  ig- 
norance of  the  ftate  of  the  dilTcnters,  of  which  a 
fufficienc  ipcLiincn  has  been  given,  Ihews  that  you 
are  far  iroin  being  at  bomi  even  in  your  own 
country;  but  the  account  you  give  in  your  fix- 
tccnth  letter,  of  the  principles  of  the  unitarians, 
and  the  relation  they  bear  to  thofe  of  unbeliever^ 
is  fuch  as  can  hardly  be  accounted  for  from 
mere  ignorance.  I  fear  it  has  a  worfe  origin.  I 
hope  I  (hall  not  be  thought  uncandid  s  but  I  can* 
•  '  ,noc  put  any  fiivourable  conftrucbioa  upon  your 
infinuauoAS  on  this  lubjed. 

You 
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You  fay,  p.  151.  "the  whole  difference  be- 
"  twecn  you  and  them*'  (that  is,  between  the 
unitarians  and  Mahometans)     feems  very  in* 

"  confiderable.  The  true  muffulman  believes 
*^  as  much>,  or  rather  more,  of  Chriil  than  the 

unitarian  requires  to  be  believed  1  and  though 
"the  unitarians  have  not  yet  recognized  the 

divine  miflion  of  Mahomet,  there  i^  good 
^5  ground  to  think  they  will  not  long  ftand  out. 

In  unitarian  writings  of  the  laft  century,  it  is 

allowed  of  Mahomet,  that  he  had  no  other  dc* 
*f  fign  thsui  to  rtftore  the  belief  of  the  unity 
**  of  God.  '  Of  his  religion,  that  it  was  not 
"  meant  for  a  new  religion,  but  for  a  reftitucion 
•"  of  the  true  intent  of  the  chriftian.  Of  the 
"  great  prevalence  of  the  Mahometan  rcl  igion, 
"  chat  it  has  been  owing  not  to  force  and  the 

fword,  but  to  that  one  truth  contained  in  the 
*•  Alcoran,  the  unity  of  God.  With  thcfe  friendly 

difpo&tions  towards  each  other*  it  fliould  feem 
"  that  the  Mahometan  and  unitarian  might  eafily 

be  brought  to  agree.** 

Now  all  thefe  prc^fitions  which  you  have 

laid  down  as  certain  fa^s,  are  fo  highly  impro- 
bable m  themleives,  that  few  perfons,  perhaps^ 
will  believe  that  you  can  be  ferious  in  advancing 
them  ;  and  I  lliail  think  myfflf  at  liberty  to  treat 
ihem  as  grouadkfs  calumnies,  till  you  ihall  pro- 
duce fome  authority  or  evidence  for  them.  For 

the  ftatc  of  things,  as  they  now  are,  and  which 
ought  to  be  known  to  you,  gives  not  the  leaft 
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cc^iTT  of  plaufibilitv  to  them.  If  die  diflfeteace 
bco^eco  the  tuiitarians  auidche  MahoQietans  be 
fi>  inconjiderable,  that  there  is  good  g^oiand  m 
think  that  the  imitarianj  will  fooo  ackxittw!«dge 
the  (^vmc  eaailioa  ^  MalKu^t>  hpm  it 
happened  tbat  noM  of  them  have  ycft  done  iu 
and  ^idually  tiu  ncd  mufliilmen  ?  I  think  it  is 
po&blo  thaty  iiot^vithftaBding  the  cxceniive  reaci* 
ing  of  which  yo»  give  m  Sot  fmnf  witMUetts 
I  may  be  as  wtU  acquainted  with  ih<:  unitanai 
witcrs  of  the  lait  age  »  you  €aii  pretend  to  be; 
and  I  have  never  met  with  a»y  ftich  paflage  n 
yoid  naeAcictn  i  and  I  think  if  you  could  ha^e  pn>- 
duced  any  fi)ch  in  ii^porc  of  yow  afleftio0%  yoti 
would  not  have  faUed  to  do  it. 

You  may  at  any  time  (ct  wha&  I  hsp^e  faidof 

the  Mahometan  religion  on  feveral  occaHons, 
and  alio  what  other  unitarians  of  the  prefent  ^ 
have  advaoeed  coneerning  it.  Do  you  find  in 
my  publications,  or  theirs,  any  thing  favourable 
to  the  pretentions  of  Mahooiet^  And  il  the 
tendency  of  the  unitarian  principfes  be  to  ap- 
proxin^atc  towards  thofe  of  the  Mahometans,  if 
might  be  expedkd  that  they  woukl  have  boea 
nearer  to  each  other  now  than  tbey  were  ia  die 
laft  ccatury..  i  ihall  therefore,  unkis  authorities 
are  piodticedt  coafideff  what  you  hate  faid  on 

this  fubjeft  as  another  fpecimen  of  your  irrvevMt 
of  fa^s^  and  of  youc  uoparallekd  effWmtcry  m 
pubUlbbg  thein»  tii  order  to  throw  aa  odium 

upun  the  umtariiiJ)^*     You  aiight  indeed  almost 
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as  well  aflert  that  all  the  unitarians  In  England 
are  already  fo  far  Mai^umeuns,  that,  to  yqpr 
cercaui  keowledg^,  they  are  a6tuaUy  circumctfed* 
What  refpeft.  Sir,  can  be  due  to  the  maa  iwho 
not  fcrupled  to  have  rccourfe  to  thefe  caliun^ 
fties,  for  they  cannot  be  called  by  any  fofter 
name,  in  order  to  blacken  his  advcrfarics  i  And 
ivhut  can  ve  think  of  thfi  €4ufi  chat  requim  to  be 
thua  fuppoi:tc4  ? 

■ 

Your  carious  account  of"  the  negociation  re- 
gulariy  opened,'*  p.  152*  "  on  the  part  of  the 
£ngUAi  unitarians  in  the  teign  of  Charles  the 
^  Second,  with  the  ambalfador  of  the  emperor  of 
**  Morocco,''  for  which  you  quote  Dr.  Lcflie,  wa$ 
probably  an  invention  of  his,  fimilaf  to  tbofe  of 
yours  in  t he fe  Letters,  and  calculated  to  anfwer  a 
fimilar  purpofe*  As  it  is  ^ftak  bi(fintfsr  it  may 
be  foffictent  to  give  a  Jtak  dftfwer  to  it,  and  there->^ 
fore,  without  examining  into  the  hiftory  of  what 
paflfed  in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  Second,  I  fliaH 
content  myfelf  Mrith  f^opying  what  Mr,  Emlyn 
faid  in  anfwer  to  it^  which  is  as  foUows : 

As  to  your  rarity  of  the  addrefs  to  the  Mo* 
roccd  ambafiador,  1  fee  not  what  it  amounts  to, 
^*  more  than  a  complaint  of  the  ci)rruption  of 
the  chriftian  faith  in  the  article  of  one  Godt 
^  which  the  Mahometans  have  kept  by  cnnfent 
of  ail  fides.  Yet  fiwr  as  much  as  1  can  learn 
iwhing  from  any  usutarsans  of  any  fuck  ad« 
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"  drefb  from  them,  nor  do  foa  produce  wy  fob- 
ichbers  names,  I  coodude  no  luch  addrcis 
^iras  ever  made  by  any  deputed  iram  thcois 
whatever  any  fingk  ptrfon  might  do.     I  fiip- 

<^  pofe  you  conclude  £rom  the  msiiir  of  it,  thit 
it  moft  be  fiom  fome  umcarian,  and  pcrtupi 
fo;  yet  you  may  remember  ih.ir  To  you  con- 
eluded  boai  the  oiaaer  of  Dr.  Tillotfon's 

^  fermons,  diar  tbcy  were  a  Soeinbui's*"  Em- 

lyn's  Work,  vol.  11.  p.  93. 

After  being  reprcfented  as  iuvincc  made  neat 
approaches  to  Mahometanifin,  I  cannot  be  lur- 
prized  that  you  (hould  feem  to  infinuate  that  I 
am  an  unbeliever  in  chriitianity.  For  certainly  I 
can  be  no  lefs,  if  what  you  fay,  p.  io6.  be  true. 
"'With  your  notion  of  infpiration,  you  arc  at 

liberty  to  dit'puie  what  the  inipired  apodlcs 
^*  taught/*  Hcie  is  no  exception  made  with 
fpeft  to  any  thing  that  they  taught,  and  evnt 
what  they  taught  from  infpiration.  I  do  not 
perfonally  require  any  ackncywledgmenr  for  thefe 
grofs  milVcprefcntduuns,  but  the  Public,  whom 
you  iiave  impofed  upon,  have  a  right  10  demand 
|t  of  you. 

Your  endeavour  to  Ihcw  the  little  valoe  of 

chiul unity  on  the  unitarian  principles,  beiidcs 
ibewing  your  dilpoCtion  to  calumniate,  diicoveis 
equal  ignorance  bodi  of  the  ftate  of  the  world,  and 
o;  ii^  i)  ilemof  revcktioa.   You  talk,  p.  154*  of 
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ibber  da&s,  who  rgcding  rcvdatioii,  acknow^ 
ledge,  hofmrer,  the  obligttioos  of  morality^ 

believe  a  providence,  and  a  future  retribution. 
The  whole  difierence  between  them  and  us>'* 
you  make  them  fay,  is  that  we  believe  the 
fame  thiags  upoQ  difiereni  evidence,  you  upon 
the  teftiimooy  of  a  man,  who  you  fay>  was 

**  nl'ld  lip  to  1:) reach  thefe  truths i  we  upon  the 
evidence  of  reaibn,  which  we  think  a  higher 
evidence  than  any  hunun  teftimony/*  &c. 

I  wtih.  Sir,  you  would  produce  a  few  of  thefe 

folt-r  d:!j}s,  I  think  I  am  acquainted  with  as 
many  unbelievers  as  you  are ;  but  whatever  may 
have  been  the  cafe  formerly,  I  know  no  fuch 
pcrlons  at  prefent  as  you  defcribe  ;  i.  c.  unbe- 
lievers who  have  a  ferious  expectation  of  a  fu« 
ture  life.  We  may  fee  from  faft,  that  the  argu* 
mcius  from  rcafon  alone,  arc  unai>lc  to  make  any 
lafting  imprellion  on  the  minds  of  thofe  who  can 
refift  the  much  planer  evidences  of  chriftianity ; 
which,  being  of  the  hiftorical  kind,  are  much 
better  adapted  to  carry  conviftion  to  the  mind. . 

The  prefent  ftate  of  things  furnilbcs  an  abun- 
dant proof  that  it  is  by  the^  gofpcl  alone,  that  life 
and  immortality  are  fuUy  brought  to  I'u^ht .  This 
gives  tlie  moft  fatisfaCl^ory  of  all  evidence  of  a 
future  life,  fuch  as  we  fee  can  really  influence  the 
heart  and  the  life;  fuch  as  can  coniroul  the 
ftrongeft  paflfions  of  the  human  bread:,  and  give 
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men  %  rrumifeft  fuptriority  6f  mind  to  the  world 

ahd  all  the  pleallires  and  paia&  of  iu 

■ 

To  Imagine,  as  you  do,  that  the  argu me r. is 
tor  a  future  life  from  n^^n  alone^  that  is^  from 
appearances  in  die  common  conrfe  of  natorc,  are 
at  all  comparable  fb  the  evidence  that  rerults 
trom  the  gofpcl  hiftory,  and  efpecially  from  the 
death  and  rcfurreftion  of  Chrift  (a  manlike  crur- 
lidves,  and  therefore,  the  moft  proper  pattern  of 

future  univerfal  refurreAion)  difcovers  fucb  a 
"Want  of  real  difcernment  and  judgment,  and 
fuch  ignorance  of  human  nature,  as  i  will  vea- 
tonre  to  fay,  aie  tio  where  m^  coidficiMyus  thaa- 
in  theft  letters  of  yours. 

Your  reprefentation  of  the  doftrinr  of  waU^ 
rmUjm  as  favourable  to  aihei^m,  only  Ihewa  your 
ignoranee  of  the  fyftem  that  yoo  wifh  to  ftpofe, 
as  indeed  what  you  dropped  on  the  fubje&  of 
1 fufficiently  Ibewed  before.  Buttipoii 
this  I  havcfaid  fo  mtich  (mcn-e  I  fiippofe  than  you 
will  ever  take  the  trouble  to  read)  in  my  iMias 
$$  0  BhiUfapbical  UniiHever^  that  I  Ihall  not  reply 
to  fuch  trite  and  idle  reaioning  as  yours  here* 

What  you  fay  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  refumffm^ 
if  it  has  any  weight  at  all,  affcfts  the  chriiyao 
doftrine,  as  caught  by  St.  Paul.      The  hope 

which  you  hold  out,**  you  fay,  p.  1^6     of  a 

"  xciurrci^tion»  he'*  (the  unbeliever)     will  iril 
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^ymx  is  hope  at  ali,  cmi  admioing  tiiat  the 
«  evjtteiice  c£  tfce  rtang  could,  «|%n  your  priii- 

•*  cipks,  be  iiKlilpu table.     The  atoins  ■whidi 

^  <rottipofe  your  Bxl^iSt  w411  fay^  may  iiKke4 
have  compofcd  min  befwe,  l»ay  agaitia 
buc-M  ihcy  will  never  {i^ore  compofe,  when 

« ^moe  the  >r«f<Wt  Mr  is  4iaffipatcd.   I  )iave  nti 

4io  recollection  of  a  former,  md  m  C0nctrri 

This  inigbt  have  bceti  copied  from  the  writ- 
ings of  the  heathen  philofbphers^ag^hift  dtriftia- 
nity.  tor  if,  as  I  have  already  intimated,  there 
lie  my  ibm  oi  ihe  K^kjettkm^  it  ^erate 

agiinft  the  do&rineof  a  ^efi/irrt^Hon  tiriiveilally 
MufiienDd.  Seaaule,  itiht  tkiiig  tliat  dtts  (annd 
atls4iic  Ime^oii^^  h^  Miib'ait)>d& 
not  tifcy  md  <:on>e  to  U(ie  again,  there  is  no  pro^ 

Whstever  fcope  of  a  future  fife  you  may  build 
tin  VhmlAc  d^arint  tlT  a  faiii,  it  is^  I  will 
venture  to  fay,  univerfaily  abandoned  by  theplii- 
telb^lHcal  mbdierers  tX  the  pttfttit  age  i  ao^ 
therefore,  with  refpeft  to  them,  you  can  never 
tttMtiSti  any  hope  of  %  fiitare  life  at  all  on  any 
mhct  princfples  than  thofe  j^lf  AriflUm  ones 
f^hich  you  endeavour  to  expofe;  and  wJiatever 
4lificu)cies  vnaf  attend  the  conGderation  of 
ihey  vili  all  v«iHh,  even  Xm  the  pKnoroplikal 
flnnd)  before  the  certain  promife  of  that  great 
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being  who  made  us  and  iU  things.    If  we^onee 

believe  that  be  has  given  us  this  afTurance,  w 
never  fuppofe  that  he  will  be  at  a  lofs  to: 
proper  means  to  acconiplifli  his  end;  and  if  the 
gofpcl  hiftory  be  truc^  we  have  this  afiurance. 
But  from  natural  appearances  we  have  no  evidence 
whatever  of  any  thing  belonging  to  man  that  can 
fubfifti  feel,  and  ad,  when  the  body  is  in  the 
grave.  And  what  I  maintain  is,  that  we  mxA 
depart  from  all  the  known  rules  of  philofophiz- 
tngf  before  we  can  conclude  that  any  i\^ch  thing 
belongs  to  man. 

* 

From  the  fame  mode  of  reafoning  by  which 
wr  can  prove  that  there  is  an  inunaterial  princi- 
ple in  wum^  we  may  alfo  prove  that  there  is  fudi 
a  principle  not  only  in  a  bruUy  or  a  plants  but 
even  in  %  mami^  and  the  moft  inanimate  parts 
€^  nature.  For  even  the  moft  inanimate  paits 
of  nature  are  pofTciTed  of  powers^  or  propmiUf 
between  which  and  what  we  fee  and  feci  of  them, 

we  arc  not  able  to  perceive  any  connexion  what' 
€Ycr«  There  i&juit  as  much  conneiuon  between 
the  principles  of  finfatwi  and  tbougbi  and  the  ' 
brain  ul  a  man,  as  beiween  the  powers  of  a  magnet 
and  the  iron  of  which  it  is  made^  or  between  die 
principle  of  gravitation  and  the  matter  of  which 
the  r  mh  and  the  fun  are  made;  and  whenever  you 
QiaU  be  able  to  deduce  the  powers  of  a  magnet  * 

%ttat\  the  other  prorerrics  of  iron,  you  may  per- 
haps be  «U>lc  10  deduce  the  powers  ot  fenfatiofi 
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and  thought  from  the  other  properties  of  the 
brain.  But  to  you,  Sir,  the  whole  of  this  fubjeft 
is  abfolutcly  terra  iueogmia. ,  I  perceive  no  traces:  of 

your  being  much  at  home,  as  you  pretend,  in  the 
Greek  language,  but  here  you  are  a  perfed 
ftranger. 

•  You  are  pleafed  to  fupply  unbelievers  with 
objeAions  to  revelation  on  the  views  that  1  have 

given  of  it;  but  I  can  produce  numbers  who 
mil  tell  you,  that  fuch  chrilUanity  as  yours,  in- 
cluding the  belief  of  three  perfons  in  one  God, 
is  a  thing  abfolutcly  incapable  of  proof,  and  who  - 
have  aftually  rcjeded  it  on  account  of  this  doc- 
trine, which  they  confider  as  fo  palpable  an  abfur^ 
dity,  and  coniradiffion,  as  not  even  miracles  can 
ma^e  i:j^edit)k, 

I  am,  &c. 
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li  E  T  T  E  R  XVI. 

0/  Bifiwp  Bull's  DifeBce  of  damnatory  Ciauju. 

TN  this  l,«ttcr  I  fliall  exhibit  a  curious  fpcci- 
^  men  of  yorur  peculiar  mode  Gonirmei-fial 
imtiTig>  and  tiie  ftdrannge  yo«  takr  of  die  Jlxoft 

triBing  ovtffights  m  your  oppoaems* 

Ycu  gtffv  the  higheft  einmniiitM  to  ihe  wmkx 

tf  Bifliop  BuM,   without  any  <jiiali&GatioB  or 
diftindion,   and  recommended  cbeni  t#  your 
clergy,  as  an  infallible  guide  in  everything  relat- 
ing to  the  fubjeft  of  our  controverfy.  On  this  I 
faid>      As  you  recommend  the  writings  of 
^  Bifhop  Bull  without  exception,  I  prefume  that 
*•  you  approve  of  his  defence  of  the  damnatory 
claufe  in  the  Athanafian  creed.   Indeed  you 
mentioned  it  among  his  moft  valuable  works/' 
When  I  wrote  this,  I  did  not,  to  be  fure,  look  into 
the  title-page  of  the  book,  in  order  to  copy  the 
very  words  of  it;  but  no  perfbn  could  have  any 
doubt  which  of  Biiiiop  Bull's  treatifes  I  really 
meant,  as  what  I  faid  iufficiently  chara&erized 
it.    And  though  he  does  not  mention  the  Atha- 
nafian creed  in  particular,  he  defends  every  thing 
Uiat  is  harlh  and  fevere  in  the  treatment  of 
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mutaiiaiu  b^the  urdiodax  in  tlie  pritmiive  »tiie$» 

and  particulariy  the  aaaikciiia  ^nexed  Co  die 

Ob  tWs  f«ikje6t»  howtvcr^  you  write  3» 
lows,     i6j.      Sir*  did  you  write  this  in  your 
ikep»  or-  is  k  in  a  dram  only  cbftt  1  feem  to 

read  it.    Bifliop  Bull's  defence  of  the  damna- 
tory  claufe  1    From  you,  Sir,  I  have  aow 
<^  iirft  ixiforMatxm  that  BMhop  BuU  «ver  Mrfoce 

upon  the  fubjefl/*  Then,  enunnerating  the 
titles  of  his  works^  you  add^  p.  167.  iathefe 

treatiies  there  is  *no  defence  of  the  damnatory 

claufe,  nor,  that  I  recolleft,  any  mention  of  the 
"  Athanalian  creed.  There  is  no  defence  of  the 
^  damntMiyxlaiife  in  tht  Scpnuoos  md  SngUfli 
^*  Trafts,  publiilicd  by  Mr.  Nellon,  nor  can  I  find 

any  fucli  wa£t  men  taxied  by  Mr.  Nelibn  anaong 
^  dieBifliop's  loft  works  $  for  tnany  fmM  fneces, 

which  it  was  known  he  had  wi  ittcn,  were  never 
fiownd  after  his  death.    Where  have  1  men* 

^'  ckmed.  Sir,  irith  iiuch  high  apprabarion  a^voilc 
which  I  declare  I  have  never  fecn,  and  of 
whichj  you  will  forgive  oiCj  if  I  itiU  doubt  the 

«exiftcncc?*' 

■ 

Notwithftanding  this  ridiculous  parade,  which 
hath  helped  w  fwell  om  your  book,  you  might 
juft  as  well  have  faid,  that  I  never  wrote  an  An- 
fwer  to  your  Cb^rge^  nierely  becaufe  I  called  nfiy 
work  Ltiim  to  Dr.  Ho^ey  i  and  I  wiU  engage, 
•  that  whatever  doubt  you  might  have  had,  if  yoti 
had  given  an  order  to  any  bookfelkr  in  London 
*  i# 
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in  the  very  words  that  I  ufed,  he  would  have 

fent  you  the  Judtctum,  6ic.  i.  c.  Tbe  Judgment  of 
the  Catboht  Church  in  the  three  firfi  Centuries,  cen- 
ceming  the  Necejftty  of  believing  thai  9ur  Lordjefus 
Chrift  is  the  true  God.  Now,  Sir,  what  is  implied 
in  the  neeeffity  0f  believit^^  but  the  condemnation 
of  thofe  who  do  not  believe  ?  The  whole  truth, 
and  the  occaTion  of  all  this  lamenuble  outcry  is, 
that,  not  having  the  book  before  me  at  the  time, 
I  faid  lb:  damnatory  claufe  in  the  Atbanaftan  ereed^ 
inftead  of  the  anathema  annexed  to  the  Nkene  creed, 
a  thing  of  exa&ly  the  fame  nature. 

Bcfides,  from  your  account,  one  would  ima- 
gine that,  as  you  declare  yeurfelf  no  lover  of 
damnatory  claufes,  this  good  bifhop^  wfaofe  writ- 
ings you  fo  much  recommend,  was  no  more  a 
friend  to  them  than  yourfelf,  but  that  he  might 
,  be  the  meekeft  and  moft  candid  of  all  chriftians. 
To  give  a  fpecimen,  therefore,  of  this  moft  excel- 
lent prelate's  writings,  I  fhall  produce  a  few  paf- 
fages  from  the  preface  of  this  particular  work, 
from  which  a  judgment  may  be  formed  of  the 
objeS  and  ffirit  of  the  whole* 

•  Giving  a  reafun  for  this  publication,  he  fays. 
There  have  appeared  a  few  years  ago  in  £ng* 

".land,  many  writings  of  wicked  men,  who  have 
laboured  with  all  their  might  to  overturn  the 
•  **  capital  article  of  our  creed,  on  which  the  hinge 

"  of  chriftianity  certainly  turns,  namely,  con- 
ceming  the  Son  of  God,  born  of  God  the  Fa- 


ther himfelf  before  all  ages,  very  God  of  very 

God, 
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God,  by  whom  all  things  were  made  >  who  for 
our  falvation  was  incarnate,  and  made  man  $ 

"  feme  of  them  impudently  defending  the  Arian, 
and  fome  the  Samofatenian  blafpheni/*.'* 

He  then  quotes  with  approbatton,  a  paflagc  from 
Zancbius,  in  which  he  calls  the  wi  icings  of  the  uniu- 
rians  Uli  ravings^  inepta  deliria  i  and  afterwards 
fpeaking  of  Epifcopius,  and  others  who  though 
orthodox  tliemielves,  pleaded  for  fome  mpdcraiion 
towards  thefe  ening  brethren,  he  calls  it  an  at- 
•*  tempt  to  reconcile  Chrift'and  Belial/*  and  adds, 
**  Thefe  men,  profcffing  to  hold  and  believe  with 

the  catholics  (in  which  1  wi(h  they  were  fincere) 
"  in  the  truth  of  the  article  concerninj;  the  co  eflen- 

tial  Sou  ot  God,  yet  do  not  acknowledge  the  ne* 
**ceffity  of  Itf-"  Then,  with  refpeft  to  their 
maintaining  that  the  chriftian  Fathers  had  the  fame 
moderation,  he  fays,  It  is  throwing  the  greated 
^  reproach  upon  the  dodors,  biihops,  confeiTors,  and 

tiiarufi  of  the  bed  ages  j  as  if  ia  defending  the 

*  Prcdicre  in  Anglia  noflra,  intra  pnucns  ^bhinc  anoos, 

fcripia^  noo  pauc;i  homiDum  nefariorum,  qui  dogma  £Jet 

note  Ku^iiflti^oft  in  qao  ctnt  chriilianifmi  cardo  vertitur  (^e 

£!io  nempe  dei  ante  omnia  iccnla^  ex  iplb  deo  patop,  asko, 

mo  deo  de  vtro  deoy  per  qutm  oninia  condica  faere»  no&rm 

laltttii  canft  incarnato,  homioeqoo  faAo)  Iab«fa£lare  ^tqae 

tfirieie  oibqI  ope  adaiii  fttiil }  cormn  altis  Artanam«  alh*t 

vero  SamofateQianaot  blarphemiain  impodeiiKer  ptopu^nuu^ 
tibws. 

t  Hi  bomiDfs,  cum  veriutem  arricull  de  co  eifenuali  dei  Alio 
cam  catholicis  fe  teneir  atque  credere  proficcantur  (uciaam 
fincere)  tjofyan.  cameo  necefliutem  oiioime  agnofcunc. 

srcateft 


f 
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^  greateft  of  aU  the  Bracks  of  die  cba^nbgn, 

tlicy  were  lukewarm,  }  ea,  abio lately  cold;- 
wbcreai.  aU  thofe  churches  with  one  voice  afi^ 
••judgment  condemfiMed  the  Avian  aod  Sodniw 
doctrine,  as  a  moft  pernicious  and  dcadJy  bat^.* 

He  fivthcr  fays  that,  as  in  hi»fonner««rkslieU 

defended  the  Niccne  crad  i^Jtlf^  1q  in  xb^  he  raain- 
^caioft and  defends  tbtmtaike0fa  ami^edi^ik^ 
thole  who  fay  that  there  was  a  time  when  tkScO 
of  God  was  not,  that  be  did  not  cxift  bcioK  k 
••  was  boiB,  and  ttiac  he  was  made  out  of  aothimi 
•*  or  out  of  aay  other  hypoilafis  or  fabftancc^  tliit 
«c  cither  created,  or  iutye<5t  to  chang:  or  al* 

•^ttndooy  the  catholic  and  apoftelic  chaicbapi' 
thcmotiics 


He  concludes  the  preface  with  £iytiig«  ^^Thi 

judgment  of  the  uaiverfal  church  of  Chrill,  in  all 
^  timcsy  all  pioos  and  fober  minded  perfoos  iiall  r^ 
^  vcftnce  I  and  thocfim  will  be  upon  their  guari 

*  Adcoqne  confe^iieiitcr  opHaionini  £ecalorofli  AoBor'ih^u 
«pifcopbt  confcfibribus,  martyribus,  granffinam  uDpofafrit 
CMtmneliaiii  1  qiufi  kilicec,  ia  tutAodo  capice  reltglonis  clif^* 
dsawomaiuB  iiiaxlino«  tepidi»  tino  prorftti  Irigi^i  foiilcst.— « 
Qoioi  ccdiefiis  iliac  omnes  ut  hxrefin  pcroiciofiiiiBMi  ai 
^Mlv^ffW  QDafestaniii  csIciiIq  ac  jadicio  danaafttsat* 

t  In  boc  cpuiculo  ti«t«s/^7'^/<o''  fymbolo  ifto  aanenai 
tiirmur  atC  dcfVodimtts  w  J^t  Ao^  tiixi  m       ort  unf* 

«wf iAlaa  iaaMm^  .  . 
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^  ag^iiilly  aod  wkh  their  iouls  abhor,  tbe  God . 
*^  (knying  herefy  of  lH)Cb  the  Somofincnwroi  mik  At 

I  imd  not^  (ttcel^Tt  go  any  fasther  into  a  woik  dT 

which  this  is  the  preface-.  I  am  tctnpted,  however,, 
to  quou»  the  {arm  in  nbxch  the  biUiQjp  cloks  thisi 

midct  yiz^     To  the  moft  holy  and  uodrndect 

Trinity,  to  God  the  Father,  and  to  his  co-elfca- 
tial  aod  co-eternal  word,  and  Son,  tor  our  fulva-  , 
^  tion  made  incarnate,  together  with  the  Holy 
^  Spirit  the  comforter,  be  all  prailcj^  honour  and 
^  and  gkny^  from  angels  and  men^  for  crer  and 
ever  amenf/* 

Can  yoti  read  all  thk^  Sir,  smd  noc  acknowlcd  ic 
that  KAop  BMlif  was  a  fKend  wdMwiaiory  ciaufesi  * 

and  if  you  be  not  lb  youffcU,  as  you  fay  you  are 
not,  how  came  you  to  lecommeFid  the  writings 
of  this  fietf  bi(hop  to  unrclervedlf  as  you  haw 
done?  and  indeed,  how  can  yoii  be  a  true  member 
of  that  church  which  gives  iis  ianctton  to  cbeie 
damnatory  claufes.  Thofe  damnatory  claufes  are  as 
much  an  article  of  faith  in  the  church  of  England^ 

*  Hoe  judicium  ecclefic  Chriai  vntverfalis  omainoi  tern* 
pomm  revmbiiiitor  certe  pii  ac  Ibbrit  onmet*  ^eoque  ih 
tfprimd«»  Samoftmla^oriiiii  fimul  ct  Atiftooram  liancfi 

cmbunc  fibt,  totoque  animo  abhorrebant. 

t  Saadiifim  atqae  indlviduaBtrintuti,  DeopMri»  co-e/Ten* 
Ciali  eicosetefno  vcrbo  ic  fiiio»  ooftrae  faiutes  caufa  incarnato, 
110a  cam  Spirita  fando  paracleto,  ab  an^lis  ec  horoinibui  tri- 
biimr  h«i>  boMs,  et  gloria  oranlt  in  fecula  iecttlorum* 
Amflis 

as 
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.    as  any  of  che  tbirtymne^  and  he  that  does  not  b$na 
fidi  maintain  them,  ought,  in  my  opinion,  to  quit 

her  communion.  You,  Sir,  thcicforc,  cidicr  do,  or 
ought  to  believe,  that  myfelf  and  all  who  think  as  I 
da,  (hall  mtbaut  doubt  perijb  everiaftinglj.  If  yoa 
cannoc  Tay  amen  to  this  curfe,  you  have  no  bufinefs 
where  you  are,  and  certainly  ought  not  to  pro- 
nounce it..  For  this,  your  Athanafian  creed  aflbrts, 
and  I  fuppofe  no  Jigure  was  intended  by  tlie  devout 
compofer  of  it. 

The  firft  time  that  Biibop  Bull's  writings  were 
recommended  to  me,  was  by  a  popiQi  prieft,  in 
whofe  company  I  paffed  feveral  days  at  Bruffcls, 
who  took  ierious  pains  to  make  .me  a  Roman 
catholic,  and  afterwards  wrote  to  me  very  car- 
neftly  on  theiubjed.  But  paying  too  little  attention 
to  the  lecon^mendadon,  I  was  unacquainted  with 
the  real  charafter  and  value  of  this  writer,  till  it 
was  entorced  by  the  archdeacon  of  St,  Albans. 

I  ain»  &c.' 


,  LETTER 
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LETTER  XVII. 

Of  ibe  Ligif  in  vfbicb  tbe  Diffmers  are  tonfiitrii 

by  the  Archdeacon  of  St.  Albans^  and  of  the  PenaU 
ties  to  which  the  Unitarians  among  them  an  Jab-- 

Rev.  Sir^ 

^  1  'HOUGH  yon  profcfs  yourielf  to  be  no  igver 
of  damnatofy  claufes^  p.  165.  and  now  and 
then  are  pleafed  to  drop  fome  obliging  expreiPons 
of  refped  for  diflenters,  it  is,  however,  with  a 
confiderable  mixture  of  contempt,  and  wjth  an 
intimation  that  we  unitarian  diflenters  (and  all 
unitarians,  we  both  agree,  either  are,  or  ought 
to  be  diflenters  in  this  country)  are  fu|>ic&to 
many  pains  and  penalties,  as  the  laws  now  (land. 
With  wliat  view  you  threw  out  thofe  hincs>  and 
fo  particularly  recite  thofe  acks  of  paijiiament  to 
the  penalties  of  which  we  are  ob/ioxious,  is 
beft  known  to  yourfelfj  and  time  will  perhaps 
difcover. 

» 

I  had  complained  of  the  contempt  with  which 
you  mentioned  the  places  of  woribip  among  dif- 
lenters, when  you  called  them  catfventiclis.  In 
your  prcicnt  publication,  after  fbmething  of  an 

N  apology 
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apology  for  ufing  that  word,  which  I  think  auk^ 

ward  enough,  you  do  not  perhaps  much  mend 
the  matter,  by  faying,  p.  167.  **  I  could  have 
^  wifl^ed  that  the  ufe  of  it  had  been  confidered 
as  one  of  the  mere  archaifms  of  my  ftyle,  in 
"  which  nothing  of  inlult  was  intended.  1  muft> 
^  however,  declare^  that  it  would  give  me  pard* 
♦*  cular  pleafure  to  receive  convidtion  that  Mr. 

Lindfcy's  Mceting-houfe*  and  your  own,  arc 
^  not  more  emphatically  conventicles  in  your 
^  own  fcnfe,  that  is,  in  the  worft  fenfe  of  the 
"  word*  From  perfonal  refpedt  for  you  and  him^ 
I  ihould  be  happy  to  be  aflured  that  you  ftand 
not  within  the  danger  of  the  35th  of  Eliz,  ch» 
i.  or  the  t7th  Ch.  IL  c.  ii.  to  the  penalties 
"  of  tvhich,  and  of  other  ftatutes,  I  muft  take 
the  liberty  to  tell  you,  you  are  obnoxious,  not- 
withftanding  the  lat<i  aft  of  the  19th  of  his  pre- 
fent  Majefty  in  favour  of  diflenters,  unlefs  at 
the  general  or  quarter  leiTions  of  the  peace  for 
the  coiincy  where  you  live,  you  have  nuule  a 

certain  declar.iiion,  v;h:c]i  is  required  by  tl;i: 
aft,  inttead  of  the  fubfcription  to  articles  rc- 
quired  by  the  former  afts  of  toleradoii.    I  am 
forry,  Sir,  to  inform  you,  that  I  find  no  entry 
of  Mr.  Lindfey's  declaration  in  the*offlce  of 
"  the  clerk  of  the  peace,  either  for  the  county  of 
*5  Middlefex,  or  the  city  of  Weftminftcr.  Couid 
I  make  the.  .iistmf:  enquiry,  concerning,  ytm 
i**  (which  the-dUfamce  oC^xrarfcfidcnce  prevents) 
1/car  l  ihadid  have  the  mordficatioii  to  hnd 
.  ^  **^that 


cc 
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^  diac  you  have  no  more  tbaayour  frieod  complied 
with. the  laws  from  which  you  claim  proteftion. 

•*  A  report  prevails  that  yuu  both  objc£t  to  the  dc- 
damttoa  from  confciendous  fcruples,  a  very  fuffi- 
dene  excufe  for  not  making  it :  but  no  excufe  at 
all  for  doing  what  the  law  allows  not  to  be  done, 
except  upon  the  expreis  condition  that  the  deck: 

^  ratioo  be  previoi^y  made/' 

'  You  afterwards  fay,  p,  169.     your  meeting- 

"  houfe  and  his,  contrary  to  your  iniagination,  are 
illegal,  unknown  to  the  la^s^  and  ut^rqceded  by 
«« them/' 

HeDp,  Sir,  it  is  you,  and  not  we,  who  are  miilaken. 
Both  our  €9fiventUleSf  you  will  find,  are  prote£ked, 

though  we  ourfelves  are  not.  The  confequcnce, 
therefore,  of  any  pro(ccucion  of  me  (if  any  perfon, 
taking  die  hint  from  you^  fliould  pcoceed  to  it) 

would  be  the  depriving  of  the  diffcnters  belonging 
to  the  New^Meeting  at  Birmingham  of  one  of  their 
prefent  paAors^  but  the  Meeting  bm^  would  re* 
main  under  the  proteftion  of  the  law,  as  much  as 
any  of  your  parilh  churches,  which  owe  all  their 
coofideration  to  thefame  law;  ood  would  not  pre** 
yent  tlicir  chufing  another  miniiler,  who,  if  he  had 
more  caution  thaa  myfel^,  might  defy  your  malice; 
but  the  congregation  that  I  ienre,  would  think 
ihemlelves  difgraced  by  a  ixiiaiHer  of  that  timid 
chttiiiAer. 


Na 


As 


r 

» 

I 
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•  As  you  were  io  my  defirous  of  getting  informa* 
tion  concerning  my  condud  in  this  bulinefs^  I  won* 

tier  chat  you  fliould  not  have  been  able  to  find  fomc 
perfon  in  this  neighbourhood  like-minded  with 
yourftlf,  to  tittke  the  enquiry  for  you.  However^ 
I  will  fave  you  and  your  friends  that  trouble,  and 
perhaps  fome  fmall  expence,  by  informing  you,  that, 
as  I  never  made  the  fttbfcripti$n  required  of  ali  dif* 
fenters  before  the  late  a<5t,  fo  neither  have  1  niade 
the  declaraiion  which  tliat  aft  makes  neceil'ary  to 
my  legal  toleraDon,  nor  have  I  at  pre&nt  any  iooen- 
tioa  10  do  ic 

4  ' 

I  ihall  farther  inform  you,  and  our  readers,  diat 
\vhen  it  was  firft  propofed  in  the  general  body  of 
MJJensing  immjUrs  m  or  near  London  (of  which,  as  I 
then  refided  pretty  .much  in  London,  I  was  a  rnem*^ 
ber)  whether  we  -fhould  defire  our  friends  in  parlia- 
mcnc  to^  promote  the  pailing  of  the  bill  or  not,  I 
was  one  of  thofe  who  voted  for  our  continuing^  in 
our  former  fittmtion  ;  but  we  were  over-ruled  by  a 
very  great  majority.    The  rcafon  for  my  voting  in 
this  manner  was,  i.  bdieirt,  peculiar  to  myfelf,  I 
obferved,  that  1  had  not,  on  my  own  account,  any 
objection  to  nrnicc  the  declaration  propofed  in  that 
bill,  with  the  excepdoo  of  a  fingle  cticumilance 
winch  I  then  mentioned,  and  which  we  all  agreed  had 
beaer  be  omitted,  and  which  accordingly  was  itruck 
out  before  the  bill  palTed  into  a  law»  But  I  fiud  that 
I  ptrcclved  that  many  perfons,  for  whom  I  had  the 
greateft  reiped,  liad  their  ierious  fcruples,  and  fuch 
<  as 
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as  it  was  probable  they  would  not  be  able  to  ovci^ 
come;  and  I  thought  that  the  paffing  of  the  Jaw, 
and  efpecially  a  general  compliance  with  it,  would 
make  them  more  noticed,  and  perhaps  bring  them 
into  trouble  5  whereas,  the  rcquifitions  of  the  former 
hwweie  fo  uoreafonable,  that  though  few,  if  any  of 
U5,  had  complied  with  them,  it-did  oot  appear  that 
any  body  would  ever  moleft  qs  on  that  acoDunt. 
For  the  iame  reaibn  that  I  did  hot  then  wifh  for  the 
law  to  pafs,  I  do  not  now  chufc  uimecdiarily  to 
avail  ipyfeif  of  it* 

But  with  refpca  to  mylilf,  and  many  others,  the 
dung  k  of  little  confequence.  There  are  laws  enqvr 
in  this  country  from  the  penalties  of  which  the  Jate 
aa  would  not  exempt  us.  In  this  happy  land  of 
idigious  liberty  and  toleration,  I  am  liable,  a:  any 
time,  and  without  any  offence  of  a  civil  nature,  to 
have  all  my  goods  confifcaicd,  and  to  be  imprifoned 
for  life.   But  diough  I  think  thefe  Jaws  moft  ab- 
Jiird  and  unreafonablc,  and  that,  as  a  man  who  has 
not  difturbcd  the  peace  of  his  neighboutv,  I  am  en- 
tided  to  aU  the  rights  of  odwr  citizens ;  fo  that  1  nei- 
dier  ought  to  be  molefted  on  account  of  my  own  reli- 
gion, nor  compelled  to^contrihuoe  to  die  fupport  of 
dm  of  anoUiet  peiibn,  any  more  than  to  pay  hia 
phyficiani  I  think  myfelf  happy,  conlidering  J»w 
much  more  unfriendly  to  trudi  dtra  governments 
and  civil  governors  have  been,  that  1  am  not  ex- 
fwfed  to  all  the  difficulties  and  liazards  that  die 
apoOlcs  wcBc  cxppifd  to »  and  when  I  cannot  ob- 
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tain  a  legal  toleram^  I  am  very  tbaakfui  ixx  % 

You  iay^  p.  i68»  that  confcientious  fcruplcs 
are  no  excufe  at  all  for  doing  what  the  law 

all  )ws  not  to  be  done.'*  In  this  you  totally 
miitake  the  ground  of  my  condud.  i  do  not 
pretend  that  it  is  authorized  by  the  laws  of  this, 
or  of  any  country.  It  is  enough  for  me  if  I 
think  mylelf  juftitied  by  the  laws  of  God  $  and 
whether  I  ought  to  ohef  God,  or  nfM,  in  this  caf^ 
*  do  you  y our klf  judge. 

What  would  you  yourfeif  advifa  us  unkaariaos 

in  this  country  to  do  ?    We  have  heard  again 
and  ag  in  all  that  you  have  to  lay  in  defence  of 
your  trinitarian  notions,  and  trinitariati  worihip, 
without  any  approach  towards  conviction,  and 
yet  we.tbink  it  our  duty  to  make  a  public  pro*> 
feffion  of  oiu-  unitarian  principles,  and  to  adopt 
an  unitarian  form  of  worfliip.    Would  you  feri* 
oufly  fay  we  ought,  with  the  views  of  things  that 
we  really  have,  to  keep  our  opinions  to  ourfeiinEss, 
and  have  no  public  worihip  at  all  ?   And  yet 
between  this  conduct  and  our  ading  more  or  lc& 
openly  in  oppofition  to  you,  and  incurring  the 
penalties  ^of  the  laws  now  in  force  againfl:  u% 
there  is  no  medium. 

If  you  really  be  a  friend  to  any  thing  that  de* 
ferves  the  namp  of  ioleralkny  you  muft  fed  Ibc 
'  the 
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the  <lifgrace  of  your  country,  on  accoiint  of 

the  unjuft  and  impolitic  reftraints  the  laws  of  it 
lay  upon  us,  and  you  will  ufe  your  endeavours 
to  promote  the  repeal  of  all  fenal  laws  in  matten 
4(f  religion^  and  likewife  to  lay  open  all  civil  offices 
to  ail  perfons  who  are  qualified  to  fill  thei^; 
which  indeed,  is  no  more  than  is  already  done  iii 
feveral  countries  in  Europe.  That  thoH^  who 
prefer  the  mode  of  religion  now  .^ftabliihed, 

fhould  bear  the  whole  expciice  of  it,  wichouc 
compelling  us  to  ai&it  them  m  it,  w^ile  they  do 
nothing  for  ours  in  return,  though  a  thing  per* 
icdiy  rcaronable,  is  more  than  I  cxpeft  the  arch- 
dcacoo  of  St.  Albans  to  countenance*  how* 
ever,  live  in  the  firm  belief  that  even  this  will 
take  place  lome  time  or  other  i  and  my  belief  is 
pounded  on  this  general  and  glorious  truth, 
that  there  is  a  wife  and  good  being  at  the  head 
of  all  aflairs,  bringing  good  out  of  all  evil.  I 
therefore  believe  that  good  wUl  fijially  ta]^ 
place  of  all  evil^  ai)d  confcquently,  equity  of 
injufuce. 

You  Sir,  as  Archdeacon  of  St.  Albans,  may 
.'believe  that  the  church  of  England  will  continue 
to  the  end  of  the  world,  and  that  all  nations  (at 
Icaft  all  that  fpeak  the  Englifli  language,  and  can 
read  the  book  of  Common  Prayer  in  the  original) 
will  flow  into  if.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  my  firm 
pcrfuafion,  that  when  Babylon  thegreaty  the  mother 
afbarhtSy  lhall  fftll,  all  her  daughters,  all  die  iitih: 
Bahylom,  'A\  ^^l^r  ejlahiiffj mails,  of  wh^t-I  deem 
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to  be  corrupt  chriftianity,  will  fall  with  her,  or 
fooa  after  her^  and  therefore  1  apply  to  thenii 
as  well  as  to  the  church  of  Rome,  that  awfiil  warn- 
ing, Rev.  xviii.  4.  Come  out  of  her  my  people^  that 
ye  fariakc  not  of  bcrjins^  and  that  ye  recoive  not  of 

While  we  unitariaas  behave  as  good  lubjeAs  (and  I 
do  not  know  that  we  are  worfe  thought  of  than  other 
iKflentefs  in  this  refpeft)  I  have  fuch  confidence  in  the 

good  lenfeof  my  counaymen^  though  wichout  aoy 
particular  obligation  to  yourfelf  on  this  account^ 

and  in  the  fpint  of  the  times  (which  throughout  all 
Europe  is  daily  more  favourable  to  freedom  of  en- 
quiry and  toleration,  and  lefs  favourable  to  old  and 
corrupt,  though  venerable  eftablifhments)  that  I 
have  Ittflc  doubt  but  that  I  fhali  be  lu&ercd  to  pror 
eeed  as  1  have  hitherto  done,  unmolefted,  promoting 
by  every  means  in  my  power,  what  I  deem  to  be 
Important  truths  though  our  legKlators  in  the  iaft 
century  voted  it  to  be  berefy  and  ilafpbemy. 
What  our  prefent  legiHative  body,  if  the  queftion 
was  brought  before  them,  would  decree,  is  un- 
known ;  but  I  am  pretty  confident  that  when  the 
fubjc(fl  fhall  come  properly  before  them  (and  this 
may  be  pretty  foon)  they  will  be  difpofed  to  hear 
rtafon^  and  to  do  juflice. 

Fron^  what  you  fay  of  your  own  freedom  of  en* 
quiry,  one  would  think  that  you  might  have  treated 

us  diflenters  with  a  little  more  refpeft.  For  after 
obierving  that  you  are  t»ucb  at  k§m  in  $be  Grui 

langua^c^ 
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language^  and  that  yoo  have  read  the  ecclefiaflical 

hiflorians,  yoii  add,  p.  163.  **  I  had  bcca  many 
yea^s  in  the  habits  ot  thinking  for  niyfelf  upon  i 
variety  of  fubjeds,  before  I  opened  Dr.  Clarlca's 
book.  There  is  in  nioft  men  a  culpable  timidiiy  ; 
you  and  I  perhaps  have  overcome  ibat  general 
iafirinicy,  bar  there  is  in  moft  men  a  culpable 
timiiiity,  which  inclines  ihem  to  be  Ganly  over- 
<c  awed  by  the  authority  of  great  nanM^*"  It  will 
make  feme  peribm  fmile  to  lee  you.  Sir,  group 

yourfelf  with  me  upon  this  occafion,  and  they  may 
aik  for  fimiiar  evidence  of  your  having  overcome 
chii  culpable  timidity,  and  of  ypur  havifig  really 
thought  for  yourlelf,  when  they  fee  you  prokiling 
to  hplicve,  and  complying  with  every  thing  that 
thole  who  do  not  think  forthemieives  at  all,  pfofefs 
to  believe  and  coniply  with.  Your  profou  nd  ad- 
miration of  Biibop  Bull's  writings  is  no  proof  of 
your  thinking  for  yourfelf.  All  that  can  be  inferred 
from  it  is,  that  you  have  made  a  v.iL  choice  of 
mailers.  Tlie  writer  for  whom  I  aKvays  profefs  the 
greateft  admiiatioa  is  Dr.  Hartley,  but  I  differ 
from  him  in  piaay  things,  and  things  alfu  of  great 
confequence. 

If  however,  vou  (lill  retain  tliC  habit  of  thinkins 
for  your&lf,  allow  me  to  return  your  civility  to  me^ 
whm  you  joined  my  name,  p.  161.  to  thofe  of 
Bolingbroke^  Voltaire^  and  Gtbboi^  by^adding  yours 
alio  to  this  lift  of  fn^  enqturers^  and  your  fenteoce 
will  then  dole  thu%  a  Glbhn^  a  Pjiefile},  or  a 

For 
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For  my  own  part,  I  cannot  fay  that  I  mack 
diOike  my  lituation,  in  the  light  in  which  I  view 

the  different  char.iclcrs  ;  fince  I  find  myfdf  placed 
^tween  an  unbilicver  on  the  one  hand^  and  a 
btgb  cburcbmM  on  die  othier.  $uti§mu$, 
His. 


LETTER  XVIIL 

Of  the  Charge  of  wilful  Mifreprefematiou^ 
Rev.  Sir, 

AS  both  yourfelf,  and  your  ^^reat  and  gc^d  ally^ 
Mr.  Badcock,  have  cjupipyed  lb  much  of 
your  refped^ive  publications  on  the  fubjeft  of  fir^ 
xe^jiQfij,  'i^Ljul  ynifreprefentaiioiiSy  artificey  manage^ 
mens,  &c.  &c.  &:c.  (for  you  are  at  no  lofs  for 
words  or  phrafes  of  this  import)  it  may  not  be 
improper  to  give  you  one  Ihort  letter  on  that 
fubject. 

I  was  willing  to  hope,  that,  in  this  fecond  pub* 
ligation,  you  would  have  obfcrvcd  the  rules  of* 
decency,  and  of  probability,  in  ycur  chafges 
againft  me,  and  that  you  might  havie  expreflcd 
fome  little  concern  tor  your  former  violations  of 

them. 
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Ihcin.  But  I  am  forry  to  find^  that  inftead  of  re- 
trifiing  any  thing,  you  have  conliderably  added 

to  your  offences  of  this  kind.  You  had  before 
charged  me  with  knowingly  mifquoting  the 
Englifh  tranflation  of  the  Bible,  when,  in  I 
fliould  not  have  gained  any  thing  by  it.  You 
now  talk,  p.  5.  of  my  deiigacdly  oipiccing  a  figni-> 
ficant  adjeftive,  as  you  fay,  in  a  quotation  from 
Athdnafius,  when  I  neither  intended  to  quote, 
nor  CO  tranilaie  the  paiTage,  but  only  referred  to, 
and  gave  the  general  fenfe  of  it ;  and  this,  X 
doubt  not  was  the  true  one.  ,  Yet  upon  this  you 
raife  loud  exclamationn,  concerning  intk^  can* 
dour  J  con/tftency^  and  dealing  in  farcafms. 

You  alfo  think,  with  Mn  Badcock,  that  I 
really  meant  to  conceal  from  the  unlearned 

part  of  a  quotation  from  Juftin  Martyr,  which 
t  printed  in  Greek  at  full  length,  and  this  in  a 
{)ublic  controverfy  with  yourfelf,  of  whofe  vigi- 
lan,ce  in  this  refped  I  could  not  entertain  a  doubt. 
^*  The  entire  pafiage,'*  you  fay,  p.  83.     as  long 
"  as  it  appears  not  in  your  tranflation,  lay  inno- 
cently,  enough  in  the  Greek,  at  the  bottom  of 
your  page."   But  I  mud  have  been  an  ideQt  in* 
deed  in  plain  Englifli,  and  fonnething  worfe  than 
the  idiota  of  Tertullian,  as  well  as  the  homo  neja- 
rhu  of  Biihop  Bull,  to  have  attempted  a  decep* 
tioa  in  thck  circumftanccs.  * 

As,  in  another  place,  you  fpeak  more  iully 
on, the  fubjcd  of  ray  artifice  and  iafinccrity, 

enlargtf" 
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enlarge  upon  the  nature  of  it,  and  the  degree  of 

its  g  j  k  in  controvcrfial  writings,  I  (hall  pro- 
duce the  pa0age  at  kngthj  and  then  give  a  gene* 
rat  anfwer  to  it. 

* 

Indeed,  Sir,"  you  fay,  p.  159.  "  in  quoting 
^  ancient  authors  when  you  have  underftood  the 
original,  which  in  many  inftances  is  not  the 
the  cafe,  you  have  too  often  been  guilty  of 
much  referve  and  management.     This  ap^ 
^  pears  in  fome  inftances,  in  which  you  cannot 
pretend,  that  your  own  inadvertency,  or  your 
printer's!  hath  given  occaiion  to  unmerited  im-> 
putations*  I  wiih  that  my  complaints  upon  this 
head  had  been  groundlefs  ;  but  in  juftice  to  my 
^  own  c^ufcy  I  eouid  not  fufFer  unfair  quotationa 
to  pafs  undetc&ed,    God  forbid  that  I  Hiould 
^*  draw  any  conciufion  from  this  unfcemly  prac^ 
'rtice,  againft  the  general  probity  of  your  char 
«  rafter.   Biit  you  will*  allow  me  to  lament  that 
"  men  of  integrity,  in  the  fervice  of  what  fhcy 
think  a  good  end,  fliouid  indulge  themfelves 
«  fo  freely  as  they  often  do  in  the  ufe  of  unjufti- 
*f  iiable  means*   TiiT^e  was,  when  the  praftice 
^«  was  openly  ayowedj  and  Origen  himfelf  was 
**  among  its  defenders.    The  art  which  he  rfr 
"  commended,  he  fcrupled  not  to  employ.  I 
^<  have  produced  an  inftance,  in  which,  to  lilenc^ 
"  an  adverfary,  he  hath  rccourfe  to  the  wilful 
"  and  deliberate  allegation  of  a  notorious  fall- 
hood.   You  have  gone  no  fuch  length  as  this^^ 
"  I  think  yuu  may  beiieyc  me  fincerc^  when  I 

.  'M'|>cal^ 
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fpeak  rcfpcafully  of  your  worth  4nd  imegrtcy^ 
notwithftandiog  that  I  find  occafion  to  charge 

you  with  Ibme  degree  of  blame,  in  a  fore  in 
which  the  great  character  of  Origen  was  more 
«  deeply  infofted.'  Would  to  Gad  it  had  been 
•*  othcrwife.    Would  to  God  I  couid  with  truth 
"  have  boafted  ^  To  diefe  low  aits  ftdoped  Oiigen, 
but  my  concemporary,  my  great  antagonift,  dif- 
dains  them.*    How  would  it  have  heightened 
the  pride  of  vidory,  oduM  I  have  found  a  fair* 
occafion  to  be  thus  the  herald  oi  my  advcriarics 
praifc." 

4        *  * 

All  the(e.  Sir,  and  fuch  like  charges  of  artfuf, 
and  therefore  higiiij  crimioal  mifreprefentation  (for 
they  camioc  amount  to  any  thing  lefs,  notwith-* 
ftanding  all  your  qualifying  claufcs)  which  you 
and  Mr,  Badcock  ^  perpetua%  urgHig»  are  in 
their  0^0  nature,  too  abfurd  to  giiia  any  credit, 
and  therefore  can  only  (hew  thar  what  you  want  in 
4irgumin(^  you  are  williag  to  make  up  fome  othel; 
yAj.  I  have  completely  vindicated  dit  chara&er 

of  Origen,  which  you  have  endeavoured  to  blot ; 
and  as  to  myfilf,  you  are  quite  at  Uberty  think 
of  me  juft  as  you  plcafe^  I  am  not  coniciom  of 
any  unfairneis  whatever  in  any  part  of  my  proceed* 
ing^i  but  have  a  peifed  wUlinpieis  to  bring  before 
the  public  every  thing  that  may  enable  them  to 
form  a  true  judgment  on  the  fubje^  of  this  .con- 
troverfy.  If  I  knew  of  any  dccumftanoe  &vour« 
able  to  your  argument,  1  would  produce  it  as 
readily  as  J  fliouid  do  any  thing  in  ikvourofmy 
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own  I  and  I  am  as  wilfing  to  dete£t  my  oim 

miftakes,  as  you,  or  aoy  perfon,  can  be  to  do  if 
ior  me.  For  this  i  appesl  to  she  tencar  of  aU  my 
writingSy  and  to  my  general  chamAtfr^  wMch  I 
iriU  vemure  to  %  is  as  fair  as  yours# 

Yoo  are  pladed,  indeed^  to  balance  the  accouac 

of  my  wilful  miircprcicntaciona,^  &c.  with  an  ailow^ 
aaoe  for  xbt^eneral pnkUy  cfm^  cbanSer^  p.  \6o* 
and  a  cordial  ejleem  and  affeBion  for  tbe  wrS00 
^/  Uf  wJikhi  you  iay>  arc  great  and  amiabU,  What 
you  know  of  my  private  charader  1  cannot  fell  i 
but  I  fuppofe  not  much  -,  and  I  fha  1  not  atccn;fr 
to  balaxice  your  account  in  tlie  fame  manoer  i  loc 
leally  of  your  pri^^  ckaraAer,  I  know  but  fitrie^ 
either  good  or  efll ;  and  thcrefoie  I  prefumc  the 
ibrtner^  though  th^  libcciiea  you  kave  taken  as  a 
wrher  are  not  very  favourable  to  that  prefuoiption. 
But  this  kind  of  apology  is  abfurd ;  and  had  I 
thought  ybu»  or  Mr.  Badcock»  capable  the 
things  with  which  you  charge  me,  I  fhould  not 
lay  that  your  virtues  were  either  g^tat^  oc 
amiabk.** 

By  way  of  foftening  thofe  chargest  which  ma^ 
tcriatlf  ^ffieft  mf  iM^l  tbariiOer^  yon  ibmctiaxi 

(though  it  makes  a  poor  compcnfation  for  defe&s 
of  a  morai  nature)  introduce  compUments  (whether 
fmmkf  or  irooicatty  is  equally  ifldiamnt  to  me) 
rcfpeding  merit  of  a  fbilo/epbisal  kind.  Thefe 
9^0,  iot  want  of  kiforniatioo^  I  am  imaUe  V9 
itJttm.  JSor  if  l  were  aflced  wMt  improvements 

.  a  ia 
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in  icience  the  world  owes  to  you,  1  really  could 

not  tell    and  I  think  it  is  very  poiilbie,  that,  in 
fadt,  you  are  as  much  a  ilranger  co  my  purluiu^ ' 
as  I  am  to  yours.  By  this  I  do  not  mean  to  tnfinuate 
that  you  have  no  m-A-'n  as  a  mathematician^  to 
which  you  make  high  pretenfions ;  but  though  for 
fomc  years  I  applied  pretty  clofcly  to  the  ftudy  of 
'  pure  matheniaucs,  and  was  thought  to  have  made 
ibme  proficiency  in  them,  it  was-  when  i  had  not 
the  means  of  employing  my  time  s»  I  now  do, 
k)  that  1  give  but  little  attention  to  tlAofc  matters. 
Whatever  may  be  the  cafe  with  you,  I  find  that  if 
I  particularly  cultivate  one  branch  of  knowledge, 
k  muft  be  at  the  expence  of  others.    1  have  there- 
fore made  my  choice  of  the  different  objedls  of* 
purfuit,  and  fliall  hardly  change  it  now,  except^  a^ 
1  get  oiderj  to  circumfcribe  my  iluJies  ftill  more. 

If  any  thing  would  juftify  a  retort  of  fach  charges 
of  untairncis,  it  would  be  your  readmeis,  upon 
every  flight  occafion,  to  bring  them .  againft  me. 
For  we  do  not  eafily  fufpeft  others  of  what  we 
fieei  we  are  incapable  of  ourfeives.  But  as  I  am 
confcious  of  the  utmoft  fairnefs  in  my  own  con* 
dud,  I  cannot  lightly  believe  the  contrary  of  • 
others. 

As  I  obierved  to  Mn  Venn)  in  the  firft  theolo- 
gical controverfy  in  which  I  engaged,  p.  9.  "  It 

behoves  us  carefully  to  diftlnguifh  between  at 
•<  latent  infincmty"  (the  nature  and  c^ufts  of  which 
X  there  ea&plain)     under  the  influence  of  which 

**  men* 
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men  decei  ve  themklves,  and  that  direil  prcva-^ 
ricalion,  with  which  thofe  who  are  engaged  in 
**  debate  are  too  ready  to  charge  one  another,  as 
"  if  their  ..dverfaries  knowingly  concealed,  or  op- 
pofed  the  truth  1  his  is  a  crime  of  fo  heinous 
"  a  nature,  that  I  Ihould  be  very  unwilling  to 
•*  irrputc  it  to  any  pcrfon  whatever."  1  am 
tlierciore  unwiihng  to  charge  it  on  you,  or  Mr. 
Badcock,  notwiihftandin^  fonic  appearances  rnioht 
kciii  lu  julliry  me  in  it. 

1  am  the  moft  puzzled  to  account  for  the  ftranee 

and  improbable  hiftory  that  you.  Sir,  Jiave  given 
of  a  church  of  orthodox  Jews  at  Jerulalera,  after 
the  time  of  Adrian,  and  die  feries  of  hiftorical 
fa^fsi  as  you  have  the  afluranct:  to  call  thcni,  for 
wiiich  it  is  not  pollibie  that  you  Oiould  have  any 
authority,  in  ancient  or  even  in  modem  writers  ; 
and  yet  had  you  yuuritlt  been  prefent  at  the  fur- 
itndcr  of  the  place,  and  Irad  drawn  up  the  terms 
of  capitulation,  you  could  not  have  given  a  more 
diftinft  and  pofitive  account.    But  the  hit^  1  be- 
lieve, was,  that,  without  any  examinadon  of  your 
own,  you  look  it  for  granted,  from  the  authority 
of  Mofteim  (who  had  no  authority  for  it  himfelf) 
that  one  leading  circumitance  was  true,  and  then 
concluded  that  the  other  circumftances,  which  you 
have  added,  and  tl.crefore  k/tew  that  you  added, 
mua  have  been  lo  too.  On  this  you  have  not  hefil 
tat.d  to  relate  the  whole  in  one  continued  narra- 
tive, juft  as  if  you  had  been  copying  from  fomc 
hiftoriaa  of  the  time  i  and  Grigen,  who  lived  in  thofe 

times, 

.4 
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Bfties,  and  in  the  very  counti7>  ^  whore  veracity 
was  never  qucftioned  before,  is  treated,  without  cere- 
mony, as  a  wHful  Har^  becaufe  he, has  given  a 
difiefent  aceoont  of  thing!*  ' 

As  it  has  been  very  much  my  objeft  to  trace 
efft£ii  to  their  caufesy  and  I  conlider  the  human 
mind,  and  confequcntly  all  human  acftions,  to  be  ' 
fubjedt  to  laws,  as  regular  as  thole  which  operate 
ID  my  laboratory  (for  want  of  knowing  or  attending 
to  which  Mr.  Gibbon  has  egregioufiy  failed  in  hia 
account  of  the  caules  oi  the  fpread  chriftfanityt 
and  ycKt  in  tfaiscontfovcrfy)  I  had  framed  an  hypo^ 
thefis  to  account  for  Mr.  Badcock's  cenfure  of  ^ 
wkac  I  iaid  poncen^iig  Eufebius*,  bat  not  being 
cfuict  lalisfied  with  it,  I  rejefted  ic<    However,  -  * 

ootwithftanding  ftrong  appearances,  I  am  ftill  wiN 
fing  to  hope,  that  the  mifreprefcntation^  chougb. 
exceedingly  grofi,  wat  txH  dtrpdly  wilful. 
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LETTER.  XIX. 

MifceUanemts  artUles,  and  tbc  Ccnclnfion* 
Rev.  S1R9 

T^ISPOSED  as  you  are  to  make  the  moft  of 
every  trifling  overfighc  that  you  can  difcover 
in  my  htjlory^  and  ot  every  conccffion  that  I  make 
toyou,  I  ftill  have  no  objedion  to  acknowledge 
any  not  miftake  that  I  have  fallen  into,  important 
or  unimportant  \  and  I  lhaii  certainly  corred  all 
fuch  in  any  future  edition  of  my  work  \  and  like* 
wife,  as  far  as  I  am  able,  in  the  tranflations  that 
are  making  of  it  into  foreign  languages.  I  ihall 
now  make  /w^  acknowledgments,  and  let  our 

readers  judge  of  their  importance  ^  and  how  litdc 
my  Hijlory  iofcs  for  want  of  being  perfectly  coritd 
in  thofe  particulars. 

I  had  faid  that  "  Valefius  was  of  opinion  that 
the  hiftory  of  Hegefipput  was  neglected  and 
lod,  becaufe  it  was  obferved  to  favour  the  uni- 
tarian  doftrine/'  whereas  I  Ihould  have  laid, 
on  account,  of  the  errors  which  it  contained,  and 
that  thofe  errors  could  not  be  fuppbfed  to  be  any 
other  than  thofe  of  the  unitarians  j'*  and  if  I  had 
confulted  the  pafliige  at  the  time,  I  certainly  ihould 
have  expitfled  myfelf  in  that  more  cautious  manner. 

But 
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But  of  what  confcquence  is  this  circumftance  to 
my  great  argument  i  Mr.  Badcock^  having  looked 
for  the  pafiage  to  which  I  refer,  and  nor  being 
able  to  find  it,  feems  to  have  imagined  that  I 
had  no  fuch  paffage  to  produce*  He  therefore 
after  his  infblent  manner^  challenges  me  to  pro^ 
duce  ity  and  to  put  bim  to  Jhame.  1  hat  I  be- 
lieve to  be  impoilible,  otherwife  it  would  have 

been  effectually  done  in  my  Remarks  on  the  Monlhly 
Review  i  at  lead,  by  my  notice     his  molt  ihame* 
ful  conduft  with  refpeft  to  my  cenfure  of  Eufebius, 
p.  21,  of  which  he  fays  nothing  at  all  in  hisZr^Z/^r 
to  me.    1  fuppofe  he  thought  it  not  to  be  regarded* 
However  the  palfagc  which  I  refer  to,  and  which 
fuificiently  aniwers  my  purpolc,  is  as  follows : 
Moreover,  thofe  books  of  Clement  contained 
a  fhort  and  compendious  expofuion  of  both 
the  teftamentSj  as  Photius  in  his  Bibliotheca 
witnefles ;  but  on  account  of  the  errors  with 
which  they  abounded,  being  negligently  kep^ 
they  were  at  length  loft ;  nor  was  there  any 

^*  other  rcafon,  in  niy  opinion,  why  ihc  books 
of  ii^apiasi  Hegeiippusn  and  others  of  the  anci- 
•*  ents  arc  now  loft 

» 

You,  Sir,  however  have  obfervcd  this  paflage, 
and  you  fay^  p.  4.      Valeiius  has  indeed  ex-^ 

*  Porro  ii  dementis  llbri  continebant  brevcm  &  compen- 
t^iarum  utriuiqua:  tcftamenti  cxpofitionem,  ut  tcil.itur  Photius 
in  Bibliotheca.  Ob  crrorcs  autem  quibus  fcatcbant,  ncgligentius 
habiti,  tanacm  perierunt.  Ncc  alia,  mco  quid  em  judicio, 
caufa  cil,  cur  Papi:ii  &  Hegcfjppi,  aHorumqac  vecer um  libri» 
^texcidcrmu  in  Eufeb.  Hill.  Libi  Vt  cap.  ii« 
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V  preflcd  an  opinion  that  the  woricof  Hcgefippoi 

was  r-egleftcd  by  the  ancients,  on  account  of 
errors,  which  it  comaioed*  But  what  the  em» 

*^  might  be  which  nnight  occalion  this  n^leftb 
a  point  upon  which  Vak^ius  is  filtnu  And 
what  right  have  you  to  Tuppo^  that  the  onita* 
rian  doftrine  was  the  error  which  Valefius 
a^ribed  to  Uegciippus  more  than  to  Clcnien& 
AlexandriouSj  upon  whofe  laft  work  of  the 

^  Hypoiypofes  be  paflc&  the  iame  judgtucnc'* 

I  anfwer,  that  there  were  no  errors  of  any  ccn- 
fequenrr  aichbc J  to  that  early  age  beHdest  thaie 
.  the  GndUcst  and  of  the  unitariana.  The  fonDcr 
certainly  were  not  thofe  that  Valefius  could  allude 
to  with  r€^pe&  to  Hegefippus^  becaufe  this  wrkcf 
mentions  the  Gnoftics  yerj  particularly  as  heretics, 
but  makes  no  mention  of  unitarians  at  all  ^  tboi;^ 
they  certainly  ezifted»  and  I  doubt  not  canftiwfttl 
the  great  body  of  unlearned  chriftians  in  his  time; 
which  is  one  circumftance  that,  together  with  his 
being  a  yetvifi  cbri^iam  (aU  of  whom  ase  exppe£d^ 
laid  to  luvc  been  Ebionites,  and  none  of  them 
lo  have  believed  the  divinity  of  Chrift)  leads 
me  to  conclude  that  be  was  an  unitarian  himielC 
1  hough  Clemens  Alexandrinus  was  not  an  uaita- 
prnk^'fcn  he  never  calls  unitarians  bentmi  and 
fincc  in  his  accounts  of  btretks  in  gemrmL,  which 
*  ,  art  pietty  lic<]ucat  in  his  works^  he  evidently  means 
thcs  Gm0ks  mify^  and  therefore  virtually  excludes 

that  defcription  of  men  j  it  is  by  no 

means  impcobabk  but  tbat»  ia  tboto  writings  of 

his 
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his  which  arc  loft,  he  rtiight  have  faid  things 
dircftly  in  favour  of  unitarians. 

In  this  paflage  Valefius  alfo  mentions  the  writ- 
ings of  Papias,  as  having,  in  his  opinion,  been  loft 
for  the  fame  reafon.  Now  Papias  has  certainly 
been  fuppofed  to  be  an  Ebionite.  Mr.  Whifton  has 
made  this  very  probable  from  a  variety  of  circum- 
ftances.  See  his  Account  of  the  ceajing  of  miracles^ 
p.  18.  In  the  fame  traft  he  gives  his  realbns  for 
fuppofing  Hegefippus  to  have  been  an  E.bionite» 
and  he  cxprelfes  his  wonder,  that  he  Ihould  have 
**  had  the  good  fortune  to  be  fo  long  efteemed  by 
*•  the  learned  for  a  catholic,"  p.  21,  &c.  In  this 
Mr.  Whifton  may  be  fuppofed  to  have  been  fuffi- 
ciently  impartial,  as  he  was  an  Arian,  and  expreffes 
great  diOike  of  the  Ebionites  j  as,  indeed,  Arians 
always  have  done. 

I  alfo  acknowledge  that  I  ought  not  to  have 
exempted  Epiphanius  (as  you  have  obfcrved,  p.  4. 
though  with  more  feverity  than  the  cafe  required) 
from  the  impropriety  of  charging  Noetus  with 
being  a  PatripafTian.  But  this  alfo  is  a  circum- 
ftance  of  as  little  confequence  to  the  main  argu- 
ment as  the  former,  though  my  negligence  with 
refpeft  to  it,  1  frankly  own,  was  greater.  I  had 
myfelf  difcovered  the  miftake,  and  Ihould  have 
correfted  it,  if  your  Letters  to  me  had  never  ap- 
peared. That  the  Patripaftian  notion  was  inju- 
rioufty  charged  upon  the  unitarians  of  antiquity 
is  fufficiently  Ihewn  by  Beaufobre,  who  was  him- 
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fclf  a  triniurian,  and  a  man  of  learning  if  ever 
there  was  one.  This  charge  was  ib  common  that, 
viihout  any  ptoper  evidence  whatever,  all  the  uni- 
tarians are  called  Patripaflians  by  one  wiiccr  cr 
other.  Optaius  rvcn  fays  that  Lbion,  the  fup- 
pofed  father,  ot  the  Ebionkes,  was  a  PatripalDan*, 
though  no  early  writer  who  mcntioai  the  Kbionites 
fays  any  luch  thing  of  them. 

I  niudj  however,  acknowledge  that  you  have 
one  jud  caute  of  triumph  over  mc,  and  all  the 
friends  of  free  enquiry  ;  but  this  alfo,  as  with  it* 
fpcd  to  every  other  ..d  vantage  which  you  have 
gained,  you  exult  in  too  much,  and  make  too 
great  account  of.  The  Monthly  Reviiw^  which 
was  formerly  in  our  h;vai:r^  is  now  completely 
yours.  Your  Charge,  which  contains  the  highcft 
orthodexyy  and  difcovers  the  greateft  fpirit  of  cburcb 

i^utboniy  ut  any  produdion  in  this  age,  h.\s  been 
examined  betore  tliat  tribunal,  and  been  honoured 
with  an  unqualified  approbation.  And  as  to  your 
prefent  publication,  which  has  r.o  Icfb  merit  of  the. 
^  fame  kind,  its  praifes,  I  doubt  not,  are  already  fung^ 
or  at  leaft  fii  to  mufic^  and  the  whole  choir  of  Re-  ' 
viewers,  who  have  been  unanimous  in  their  con- 
deinnation  of  me,  arc  ready  to  jom  the  chprus  oa 
this  occafion. 

,  ^  You  plead  your  right,  p.  78.  to  make  the  moft 
pf  this  your  oew  acquiiition  j  and  in  thi$  you  think 

# 

*  Ut  H^ion  qui  argimeiiUbatv  pttresi  pafliim  cfTe,  nop 
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yourlelf  juftified  by  my  conduft  in  the  publication 

of  finall  and  cheap  pamphlets,  for  the  purpofe  of 
dil&ininating  my  principles  among  the  lower  and 
poorer  dafs  of  people,  though,  in  my  opinion,  the 
two  cafes  are  very  different  indeed.  This  pall, 
iiowever,  which  we  were  once  in  poHeflion  of,  yoa 
and  your  friends  have  now  got,  and  it  is  not  to  be 

fuppofcd  that  you  will  afk  our  leave  what  ufc  to 
make  of  iti  fo  that  we  muft  yield  with  as  good  a 
grace  aswe  can,  and  endeavour  to  make  our  ground 
good  eUewbcre. 

II. 

One  of  yoiir  curious  proofs  of  my  igmrantij 

and  of  my  beino;  entirely  unqualified  to  write  the 
bijiory  of  early  tims^  is  my  not  being  acquainted 
with  the  opinions  of  fome  modem  wriiers^  and  thole 
either  difficult  to  procure,  or  fuch  as  could  luve 
been  of  little  ufe  to  me,  if  I  had  known  them.  I 
acknowledged  that  I  had  not  heard  of  D«  Zuicker, 
I  did  not  know  what  Epifcopius,  Petavius,  or  Hue* 
tius,  thought  on  a  particular  fubjeS:,  and  I  had  not 
read  your  great  authority,  bifliop  Bull.  What  is 
*'  this,"  you  fay,  p.  7.  but  to  confefs  that  you  are 
<^  indeed  little  redd^  in  the  principal  writers,  either 

on  your  own  fide  of  the  queftion  or  the  oppoHte. 

But  as  no  man,  I  prefume,  is  born  with  an  intui- 
•*  tive  knowledge  of  the  opinions,  or  the  fa£U»  of 

paft  ages,  the  hiftorian  of  religious  corruptions, 
'^confeiling  himfelf  uoredde  in  the  polemical  di^ 

!!  tmr/,  coofefiea  ignorance  of  bis  fubjeft.  You 
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f  ttpd  the  impMiioo  of  fU^^Jim  bf  dhe  mmA 

•*  difgraceful  conFcflion  of  ignorance^  to  which  foikc 

Now  the  probability  is,  that  my  reading 
pokmU:al  divinity  is  much  more  extenllv^c:  ciua 
yours»  But  %{  it  had  been  ten  dmes  grcMcr 
than  it  is,  I  do  not  know  wh^lhtrj  infkcmd  €i 
being  ad¥aiiti^;eouftt  K  might  ooc  have  beat  mi 
diflervice  to  me,  in  aTcertaiiilBg  the  ftarc  of 
things  in  the  early  ages,  to  the  Juiorwied|g|C  of 
which  thefe  authors  had  no  betcer  accels  tlna 

mylelf.  You  yourfclf,  I  am  pretty  confiden!; 
have  formed  your  opinioa&  on  thclc  iubje& 
chiefly  from  modem  writers ;  and  it  has  been  faf 
this  means,  and  by  the  help  of  y9ur  fertile  ima- 
gination, as  I  have  iheilny  that  you  hare  been  ib 

miferably  milled  as  you  have  been, 
« 

111. 

You  and  Mr.  Badcock  bodi  pride  yourfelvei 
in  your  knowledge  of  the  Greek  langiiage9  and 
you  infult  me^  and  my  Vm£€M9ry  for  onar  igaor* 
ance  of  it.  But  to  criticize  others  is  tiic  eaiiefr 
road  to  fame,  la  the  fame  way  you  naight  fee 
yourfelf  up  even  agdinfl  CaTaubon,  Scaligcr,  or 
Bcnilt^  to  whom  you  acknowledge,  p.  58.  ihac 
you  <«Aandbowi^gatadiftanee:'^fordiegjcsi£ft 
ichoUrs  tomciimcs  nuke  gic«u  aiuUk&s. 

0«  of  tlie  mimbcr  of  dtadons  that  i  faaive 
0^^dv^       cxtnoidhuuy  that  tiw  Of  tlireCt 

thaf< 
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tkofc  of  no  great  confequence,  (hould  have  been 
Si>%md  in  Ibme  d^ee  faulty  i  You .  and  your 
ally  have  had  no  occafion  to  produce  many,  and 

iviitiog  in  controverlVf  would  naturally  beinorc 
guarded  i  and  yet  your  errors  in  this  way  far  eX" 

ceed  mine.     Concerning  one  of  thefe,  you  fay, 

15.     the  words  are  Co  very  clear,  that  the 

the  fenfe  was  hardly  to  be  miffed  at  firft  fight, 
"  by  a  fchool  boy  in  the  fecond  year  of  Greek/* 
What,  then^  will  be  faid  of  the  man  who  cait 
tranflate  idiot ay^ideot^  who  can  argue  from  as 
neceflarily  referring  to  a  f^rfon  (for  if  this  was 
not  your  meaning,  it  was  impertinent  to  idledge 
it  at  all)  and  cenfure  me  for  rendering  4k  Ttn  « 
by  t9  MMig  imi  }  And  what  can  you  fay  in  excufe 

for  your  Icarntd  ally  tranflating  >«tp  ka\*  a^qp 
7f»7or>  others  upon  another  plan,  initead  of  fame  in 
m  W0f  and  others  im  sMoibor^  on  which  he  founds 

the  moft  improbable  and  inalignant  of  all  liis  ac- 
cufatioos  againil  me^  for  €onceukten$j  wilful pervir* 
fafti  f^c.  f  And  what  can  you  fay  for  the  apology 
he  has  made  for  his  blunder,  when  he  only 
stUows  that  ihe  words  may  h^^  more  aceuraiely  ron^ 
dered  as  I  have  done;  whereas,  every  perfon 
who  is  at  all  acquainted  with  Greek,  muft  know 
that,  in  that  connexion,  and.  efpecially  if  the 

force  of  the  particle  y^o  be  attended  to,  the 
phrafc  wiU  not  bear  any  other  rendering  i  .  A 
writer  who  aflumes  fo  much  as  he  has  done,  and 

wto  has  treated  my  Vindicator,  on  the  fubjeft  of 

Crsek^  with  a  degree  of  infolence  that  CKceds 

any 


Uiyiii^ed  by  Googlc 


L£  I  TERS    TO  THE 


zny  thing  that  I  have  met  wiih,  and  vei  l.:^  HItw 
felf  bluodered  la  this  inaaner,  ought  to  iar 
rody  if  not,  without  a  figure,  to  fed  fc,  mad  Mir 
Jimtm  lo  bimfeij,  1  lis  friendSj  howcvcij  if  he  hsm 
WKfy  muft  Uuih  for  him* 

Though  from  the  age  of  feventeea  to  cmonH 
feven,  I  belicvei  I  reaid  as  mudi  Greek  aa  aiaoit 

wXiy  man  can  be  fuppoied  to  have  read  in  the 
fame  time,  and  after  that  taught  it  niacycan»  dr 

Lift  fix  of  them  at  Warrington,  Su'id  chic^v  the 
higher  Greek  claihcs  (tor  the  €kmcix£&  of  the 
language  were  not  taught  in  that  acadennr)  1 
do  nor  pretend  ever  to  have  been  prcpcrTK 
bom  in  the  language.  I  mean  fo  as  t30  icad 
n  with  the  fame  esdfe,  with  which  it  is  com* 
nx>n  to  read  Latin  or  French  (indeed  1  have  not 
yet  met  with  any  man  who  pretended  that  he  cmlil 
flo  this)  and  having  given  lefs  attention  to  that 
language  iince  I  have  had  the  means  of  cmpk^* 
ing  my  time  better,  your  Scotch  coneipoadac 

ir.av  be  right  in  obfcrving,  p.  i9^2,  that  I  cm  r^t 
vaj  m^ieraltlj JkiUid  in  it,  and  at  my  umc  of  iite, 
my  acquaintance  with  it  is  not  likely  to  improve 
Hout  vcr,  liich  as  it  is,  I  ihall  make  the  bcit  uie 
that  1  can  of  it  in  thclmrgcrw^  on  whichi  am  mm 
•mfloycd*  It  is  pofflble,  however^  that  I 
nuKC  but  a  b^d  exchange  of  the  remains  of  mj 
GnA  literature  fer  yours,  or  due  yoor 
Scotch  i.o«4C'^H>iidcnt« 

IV. 
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You  are  pleafed  to  make  fome  apology  for 
your  haughty  Jiyie^  and  the  contemptuous  airs  you 
gare  yourfdf,  both  with  rer^)eft  to  Diflcnters,  and 
to  your  own  inferior  Clergy.    To  what  1  obllrvcd 
on  this  fubjcdt,  you  now  lay,  p.  158,  "  it  might 
be  a  fufficicnc,  and  not  an  unbecoming  rtply,  to 
rem!  a  J  you  that  I  fpoke  ex  cathedra^  and  liold 
nayfclf  accountable  for  the  advice  which  1  gave 
to  no  human  judicaturey  except  the  King,  the 
**  metropolitan,  and  my  diocefan.    This  would 
indeedy  be  the  x>niy  anfwer^  which  1  {Iiould 
condefcend  to  give  to  any  one  for  whom  I  re* 
taintd  not,  under  all  our  dilTcrences,  a  vcrjr 
confiderablc  degree  of  perfonal  cfteem.  But 
as  Dr.  Prieftley  is  my  adverfary,  in  fome  points 
I  could  v/ifli  to  fet  him  right,  and  in  fome  I 
defire  to  explain.'' 

A  great  part  of  this  apology  was,  indeed.  Sir, 
quite  unncceffary,  as  no  perfon  can  read  your 
Cbarg$  and  doubt  your  having  delivered  it  ^ 
cathedra.  The  inferior,  the  far  inferior  clergy, 
to  whom  it  was  addrcffcd,  were,  1  prefume,  fully 
fenfibie  of  it.  The  only  queftion  is,  whether 
you  ever  think  that  you  are  not  fpeaking  ex 
cathedra.  Pleafe,  however,  to  regnember  that  I 
am  not  one  of  thofe  to  whom  you  have  any  right 

to  fpcak  in  that  manner,  and  that  I  do  not  hold 
myfelf  accountable  to  any  metropolitan,  or  dio- 
cefan, or  even  to  the  king,  or  any  perfon  or  poten- 
tate on  earthj  in  matters  of  reUgioo.   Alfo  while 

I  have 
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I  have  credit  enough  (p.  171.)  tocoUcft/*  or 
(o  find,  a  coiigregauon,"  I  ihall  preach,  withouc 
applying  to  your  church,  or  the  church  of  Romc^ 
for  holy  erjirs  \  and  I  Ihall  chink  my  cenvtntuk 
as  reputable  a  place  for  preaching  as  any  oi  your 
iburcbis  \  chough  you»  p.  1 69.  chink  it  arregM$ 
in  me  to  make  the  pompartlbn  between  them. 


I  can  hardly  believe  that  1  am  living  in  the  ciofe 
of  the  eighteenth  century,  when  I  read  what  you 
fay  in  this  publication  conccrjiing  the  dignity  and 
tbi  power      the  prieftboed^  derived  by  regular 
/ueeeffion^  p.  171.  from  the  apoftles^  and  of  courfe 
through  the  Popes,  and  6nd  that  you  IcriouQy 
difallow  of  my  authoniy  to  exercife  the  iacred 
fundtion,  &c.   As  a  curiofity,  in  the  year  1784^ 
I  am  tempted  to  give  my  reader  a  pretty  long 
CktraA  from  your  work  on  this  fubje£L  After 
.   enumerating  the  miichicfs  that  you  fay,  p.  170. 
you  have  feen  in  your  own  country,  in  the  courfe 
of  your  own  life*  you  add»     When  I  coofider 
«^  chat  the  root  of  all  thofe  evils  has  been  the 
pre  valency  ol  a  principle,  of  wluch  you  fcein 
<^  difpofed  to  be  an  advocate,  that  Cftxy  man 
who  has  credit  enough  to  colled:  a  congregation 
has  a  right,  over  which  xXis.  magistrate  cannot 
without  tyranny  exerdfe  controul,  to  celebrate 
divine  woifhip,  according  to  his  own  form, 
f ^  and  to  propagate  his  owu  opinions  1  I  am  in« 
ciioed  to  bp  j^atous  of  a  principle  which  has 
:     , .  *'  proved, 

p  * 
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**  proved,  I  had  almoft  faid,  fo.  ruinous;  and  I 
lean  the  more  to  the  opinion^  that  the  CQin- 

«c  miSion  of  a  miniftry,  perpetuaf^d  by  regular 
liicccflion,  is  lomethin<»  more  than  a  dream  of 

*^  cloyftered  gownimen,  or  a  ulc  knpoied  u^poa 
the  yuigart  to  ferve  the  ends  of  ararice  and 

■*  ambition*  For  whatever  contufion  human  folly 
may  admitf  a  divine  inftttutioa  muft  have  widua; 

**  itfelf  a  provifion  for  harmony  and  order.  Andt 

^  upon  thofe  prirKriplcs,  though  I  wiih  tliat  all 
kidolgenoe  fliould  be  (hewn  to  tender  confckoocs, 
aiid  will  ever  be  an  advocate  for  the  largeft  to- 
leration  chat  may  be  confiftent  with  political 
wifdom  (being  indeed  perfuaded  that  the  «s 
ftraints  of  human  laws  niuil  be  ulcd  with  the 
greateft  gentlenels  and  moderation  to  be  rendered 
means  of  ftrengthcning  the  bonds  of  chriftian 
peace  and  amity)  yet  I  coyld  wiih  to  plant  a 

^<  priiKiple  of  fevere  tcftaint  in  the  confcieficeSr  of 
men.  I  could  wifh  that  the  importance  of  the 
niiniftcrial  oSce  were  confidered,  that  the  prac- 
tice  of  antiquity  were  regardedf  and  that  it  mighc 

•*  not  feem  a  matter  of  perfe6l  indifference  to  the 
iai^,  u>  what  houfe  of  woribip  they  rciort.  I 
«  cannot  admit  that  every  affembly  of  grave  and 

•*  virtuous  men,  in  which  grave  and  virtuous  men 
take  upon  them  to  officiate,  is  to  be  digai&:d 
5*  with  the  appcUadoft  of  a  <iunb^  8rc 

That  thefe  doftrines,  which  will  juftify  all  uia 
violence  of  the  churchof  Rome,  and  which  conddnn 
the  reformation,  flwulU  be  maiutainedby  aprotcftant 
a  divine 
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I 

divine  at  this  day  is  rather  extraordinary.   I  can 

almoft  fancy  that  the  dial  of  Ahaz  has  once  more 
gone  bnck,  and  brought  us  to  the  time  of  Dn  Sache- 
verel,  if  not  that  of  Archbifliop  Laud.  But  were  I, 
in  my  turn,  to  make  aii  tnumcration  of  the  com- 
plicated mifchiefs  that  have  arifcn  both  to  the  caule 
of  chridtanity,  and  the  peace  of  fociety,  from  chtrcb 
ejiablijhments  (but  it  would  be  d  grefilng  too  tar 
from  the  object  ot  ttiis  controveriy  ro  do  it)  it 
would  (bon  appear  that  it  was  high  time  that  this 
boaftcd  alliance  between  the  church  and  the  stats 
was  entirely  brolcen  ;  as  it  has  proved  infinitely  in* 
jurtous  to  both  the  concrafting  parties,  though  occa-  ' 
lionally  ufeful  to  thofe  churchmen  and  Jtatefmen  who, 
to  ferve  the  purpofes  of  their  own  atnbiciony  had 
drawn  the  contract. 

When  I  contemplate  the  dignity  you  aflfume  as 
jircbdiacon^  and  the  high  tone  of  your  whole  per- 
formance, fuperior  to  any  thii.g  on  my  Jbehes^  I 
wonder  that  you  Ihould  profefs  any  lefpcA  for  ten* 
der  confciences  at  ali.  1  find,  however,  that  the 
refped  you  profefs  for  diffenters,  is  only  for  thofe  • 
who  sixt  favoured  by  the  hms ;  lb  that  oar  oWiga- 
tions  to  you  are  nbt  great ;  nor  do  ycu  thiiik  there 
is  any  impropriety  in  the  rcftraints  of  human  laws 
in  matters  of  religion,  only  you  would  have  thert 
ufcd,  p.  1 7 1 .  with  gemletiefs  and  ^nc deration.  Ho^ 
far  this  gcntlcncfs  and  moderation  would  go,  if  you 
really  thought  the  church  in  danger,  I  cannot  tell.  ; 
I  am,  therefore,  happy  that  you  arc  fo  eafy  on  that 
account,  as  you  reprcicnt  yourlcif,  p.  8, 

You 
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You  are  pkafed^  however,  diough  in  no  petkSt 

confiftcncc  with  what  you  fay  of  the  fo'users  of  the 
friefibood^  as  derived  by  iucceifiou  from  theapoiUes» 
to  fay,  p.  i6i.  You  will  remember  that  I  make 
•*  the  learning  and  the  piety  oi  her  clergy,  of  which 
ample  monumencs  are  extant^  the  bafis  of  her 
pre-eminence.**  I  have  no  difpolirion  to  detraft 
from  the  learning  or  the  piety  there  may  be  among 
jou ;  but  as  you  celebrate  your  own  praifes^  I 
will  take  the  liberty  to  bbfcrvc,  that,  allowance 
being  made  for  your  fuperior  numbers,  and  fu- 
perior  advantages,  with  re(pc&  to  conveniences 
for  ftudy,  from  which,  by  a  policy  as  weak  as  it 
is  illiberal,  you  exclude  diflenters  (thinking,  per- 
haps, to  make  us  defpicable,  by  keeping  us  in 
ignorance)  I  do  not  think  that  the  body  of  dif- 
fenting  minillers,  with  all  their  difad vantages, 
need  be  afraid  of  a  comparifon  with  you ;  and 
candid  perfons  among  the  clergy  have  acknow^ 
ledged  the  bcneht  you  have  derived  from  us  i 
not  to  fay  that  you  are  indebted  to  us  for  fome 
of  your  greateft  ornaments,  as  Tillotfon,  Butler, 
and  Seeker. 

In  what  you  fay  of  Dr.  Chandler  (whofe  infir- 
mity, and  I  may  add,  whofe  misfortune,  it  was  to 
pay  too  much  court  to  leading  men,  both  in  the 
church  and  in  the  ftate)  viz.  that  he  preferred  the 
church  of  England  to  any  other  eftabiifhment  of 
chrifiianity,  p»  161.  it  would  be  no  great  com* 
pliment  from  me,  if  I  fhould  fay  it  after  him. 
But  I  really  cannot  do  it^  and  if  I  could  adopt 
S  your 
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your  idea  of  the  tranfmifiion  of  the  powers  of 
the  pricfthood  from  the  apofUes^  and  was  to  con* 
form  to  any  cftablilhment,  I  Ihould  chufe  to  he 
member  of  a  much  older  and  more  venerable 
cftablifhment  than  yours,  and  in  which  the  claim 
to  that  valuable  fucccdion  ihould  be  lefs  liable 
to  litigation^ 

As  to  yourfelf  irt  particular,  who  are  fo  proud 
of  being  a  cburcbtnunj  it  would  have  been  happy 
for  the  public,  and  likewife  a  particular  fatiP 
faftion  to  my(elf,  if  you  had  had  a  greater 
fhare  of  that  kaming  of  which  you  think  yoor 
church  poneffcd.  More  information  would  then 
have  been  given  to  our  readers  by  both  of  us ;  and 
at  Icaft  I  might  have  been  able  to  fay,  with  the 
perfon  who  examined  Dr.  Clarke,  Probe  me  exer- 
cuifii.  All  I  can  now  fay  is,  that  I  have  made 
fome  ufe  of  your  ignorance^  though  I  fhould 
have  made  more  of  your  knowledge^  to  throw 
light  on  the  fubjeft  of  our  difcuffion.  My  talk 
has  been  much  tooeafyj  but  I  would  willingly 
have  done  more,  if  there  had  been  any  occafioa 
Ibr  it^  or  indeed  a  propriety  in  it, 

t  Wij  Sir. 
Tour  vcr)'  humble  fcrvant, 

J.  PRIESTLEY. 

BllkMI\CK.U(, 
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The  firft  of  the  foUoWidg  paragfaphsi  whiclf 

was  to  have  been  the  laft  of  Letter  Villi 
p.  79,  having  beea  overlooked  at  the  time 
of  printing,  1  have  thought  proper  to  give  it 

in  this  place,  and  to  add  to  it  all  that  fol- 
Ipws. 

ADMITTING  that  the  apoftles  had  taughS 
any  do&riaes  of  a  peculiarly  fublime  na<- 
re^  and  above  the  ct^mprehenfion  of  ordinary 
iriftians ;  yet,  as  all  their  teaching  was  in  pub- 
r^and  there  were  tko/esreis  among  them,  nothing 
irrefpond ing  to  the  mfftma  of  the  heathens,  the 
)mmon  people  muft  have  heard  of  thcfc  ftib- 
me  thiiigSj  and  have  been  acctiftomed  to  the 
wnd  of  the  knguage  in  which  they  were  ex- 
rcfled}  and  they  would  have  learned  torcfpeft 
they  eould  not  underftand^  They  could 
ever  have  been  offended,  and  Jlaggered  at  things 
'hich  thcyj  and  their  fathers  before  thepn,  had 
Iways  been  in  the  hearing  of. 


Befides,  this  argument  for  the  novelty  of  th^ 

io^e  of  the  trimty  from  the  offmt  that  was 

P  gj^ca 
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given  by  it,  in  the  time  of  Tertullian,  when,  a$ 
far  as  I  can  Bnd,  the  comnoon  people  firft  heard 
of  It;  that  this  clafs  of  perfons  were  generally 
uniufians  bcfor^^  and  even  ^ter,  the  councjlof 
Nice,  appears  pretty  clearly  from  feveral  circum* 
ftanccs  in  the  hiftory  of  thofe  times.  Bcfidcs, 
that  we  do  not  read  of  any  of  the  I^iiy  being 
eit^roiiimunicated  along  with  Noetu$>  Paul  of 
Samofara,  or  Photinus  (though  T^initarians  arc 
acknowledged  to  have  been  in  great  numbers 
in  their  days,  and  to  h^ve  been  in  commu- 
nion with  the  catholic  church)  when  the  two 
laft  were  depoled  from  their  fees,  the  commofl, 
people  were  their  friends.  After  the  bifhops 
had  depofed  Paul  of  Samofata,  he  could  not  k 
expelled  from  the  epifcopal  houie  lUi  the  aid  of 
the  emperor  Aurelian  was  called  in^  and  he  miy 
befuppofed  to  have  been  ofTended  at  him,  for  his 
having  been  in  the  intercft  of  his  rival  Zenobia, 
This  could  not  have  been  neceflary,  if  the  nut- 
joriry  of  his  people  had  not  been  with  him,  andj 
therefore^  if  bis  dcpofitiop  bad  ngt^  ifi  been 
vnjuft:  . 

As  tQ  Bhotinusy  be  was      popular  in 
^iocefe,  that  his  fojcmn  depofition  by  thrt^l 

councils  could  not  remove  him  from  his  i^^^ 
^  He  defended  himfelf/'  fays  Tillemont  (Hit- 
^ory  of  the  Arians,  Vol.  I.  p.  ii6)  "  againftd* 
authority  pf  the  pbwrcb,  by  tijc  {iffcitiop  whici 
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his  people  had  for  him^  even  to  the  year  351 } 
though  his  herefy  began  to  appear  as  early  as 
"  342,  or  343,  according  to  Socrates,  and  the 
£ufebians  condemned  it  in  6ne  of  theii*  coih 
feflions  of  faith,  in  345.**    At  length  the  em- 
peror Conftantius^  a  zealous  Arian,  thought  it  ne* 
ceflary  to  interfere^  and  get  him  baniflied  hi  a 
council  held  at  Sirmium  itfelf.    I  may  add,  that 
Marcellus  of  Ancyra  left  Galatia  full  of  uni* 
tarians^  as  Bafil  afterwards  fmin4  to  his  coft. 
Had  the  body  of  chriftians  in  thofe  times  been 
generally  trinitarians,  we  diiienters,  who  are 
pretty  much  in  the  fame  fituation  with  unita* 
tians  in  thofe  rimes,  not  having  the  countenance 
of  government,  know  well  how  ready  the  com^ 
mon  people  would  ha^e  been  to  take  an  a£tiv:c 
part  in  thofe  affairs, 

Sabellianifm,*'  which  was  precifely  the  fame 
thing  with  unitafianifm  in  former  times,  Dr.Lard<» 
ncr  fays  (Credibility,  Vol.  IV.  p.  606)  "  muft 

have  been  very  agreeable  to  the  apprehenfiona 
'*  of  many  people.  Eufebius  fpeaks  of  its  in- 
*^  creafing  very  much  in  Egypt,  when  Dionyfius 

of  Alexandria  oppofed  it.  According  to  Atha- 
*^naGu8,  the  occafion  of  Dionyfius  writing 
**upon  that  head,  was,  that  fome  of  the  bifinffs 

of  Africa  follawti  tbt  doSrirn  of  Saheltius^  and 

tbey  prevailed  to  fuch  a  degree ^  that  the  Son  of 
**  God  was  fcarce  any  longer  prcacbidm  ib$  cburcbcs** 


It 
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It  is  alfe  icmailcable  dut  the  firft  trratilc  tts 
was  ever  written  agaiaft  the  unicarian  doojineia 
(iut  of  Tmuiiiao  againft  Pnxcis»  with  wIm 
Wwat  paracultriy  provokctJ,  oa  -c count  of  er 
adivc  part  he  had  takeo  againfl:  Moncanijs,  a 
geuiog  him  excoannaiiicatcd  aod  czpdlnl  fna 
the  church  •iF  Rome.    This,  fays  Le  Sueur,  *a 
the  caufc  of  the  biuernefs  with  whicb  TcRafiia 
mote  aguoft  him.~Noir  there  were  uc^n  cs 
apainft  the  Gnoftics  m  a  much  carliex  pciiad. 
Why  then  were  ooae  vrinen  agaioft  the  oam- 
tffans,  fifice  pure  unirarianifm  was  ceriaiijy  a 
old  as  Gnofticifinj  and  if  it  had  been  dttaeit 
at  all,  it  would  certainly  have  been  dioi^ 
to  be  <^dte  moft  alanning  nature,  as  it  is  con- 
fidcred  at  prefent  t    fn  the  opinions  of  dnfe 
who  are  now  called  mi***,  dieGnoftics  thougbt 
much  more  honourably  cf  Chrift  than  the  oni- 
tarians  did.    1  he  unitaruns  wrre  likewife  much 
more  numerous  and  in  the  bofom  of  the  church 
Melt,  a  areumftancc  which  might  be  expcded 
»P  render  chem  peculiarly  obooiious.  ^ 
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IT  Shail  extend  this  Appendix^  in  order  to  ob- 
fervc  that,  to  the  many  falfe  ch^rgps  and  in* 
finuatioos  of  Dr.  Hordeyj  which  arc  noticed  in 

the  preceding  Lettcr^,,  he  has  added  another 
CO  exculpate  himfeit  for  the  contempt  which  he 
had  expi^clled  of  diiTenters.      If  you  are  ftili^'f 

he  fays,  p.  172.  difpofcd  to  be  indignani:  abouL 
this  harmiefs  wor4'*  (conventjck)  recol* 
le£^j  1  befeech  yoi»>  with  what  refpeft  you 
have  yourfelf  treated  tiie  venerable  body  to 

"  which  I  belong,  the  clergy  of  the  ellabiiih^ 
ment.  You  divide  it  into  two  claiTes  only^ 
the  igyiorant  and  die  injincere.  Have  I  no  fhare 

*^  in  this  opprobriuoi  of  n>y  order?  Have  1  oa 
right  to  be  indignant  in  my  turn 

I  do  not  pretend  to  recolledb  ail  that  I  have 
written,  but  I  have  fuch  a  confcioufnefs  of  never 
having  mMi^  or  iniended  to  fay^  what  Dr.  Horiky 
iiere  cliargin  me  with,  that  I  wiU  venture  to 
aHert,  that  he  cannot  have  any  more  authority 
fiarthis,  than  fior  the  privileges  panted  to  the 
Jewifli  chriftians  of  Jerufalem  on  their  abandon^ 
ing  the  ceremonies  of  their  old  religion.  That 
many  of  the  cliirgy  art  igmrmH^  none  eaa  deny  1 
becaufe  it  is  true  of  every  body  oC  (^gy  in  th^ 

Q^,  W9rl4a 
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world  I  and  that  fome  are  infincercj  may  alfo  withr 
out  great  uncharitablenefsy  be  fuppofed  of  any 

large  body  of  men.  Of  one  kind  of  infincerity 
the  fadt  is  too  evident  to  be  denied  of  feveral 
of  the  members  of  the  church  of  England.  For 
no  man  can  be  fincere  in  profefEng  to  believe 
what  he  openly  writes  againft.  And  are  there 
not  perfons  in  comnuinibn  with  the  church  of 
England,  who  publicly  controvert  the  articles  of 
it  i  which  articles,  while  they  continue  in  the 
church,  and  efpecially  if  they  officiate  in  it,  they 
virtually  profefs  to  believe.  That  many  are 
both  learned  and  fincere,  I  have  acknowledged 
with  refpeA  to  the  clergy  of  the  church  of  Rome^ 

and  1  think  I  could  hardly  fay  lefs  of  thofe  of 
■  the  church  of  England.  I  fliali,  therefore,  con-, 
iider  this  charge  of  Dr.  Horfley*  as  a  mere 
lurnnyy  till  he  fhall  produce  fome  evidence  for  it  j 
and  if^  in  any  of  my  writings,  he  can  find  fuiH- 
cient  authority  for  his  accufation,  I  here  retraft 
*  3vhat  I  advanced,  and  alk  pardon  for  it. 

The  leahiit^  of  many  divines  in  the  church  of 
Rome,  and  that  of  England,  I  have  never  de- 
nied. Biihop  Hurd  I  have  ftiled  karmd  and  aiU^ 
though,  in  my  opinion,  nothing  can  be^weakev 
than  his  reafoning  on  the  fubje&  of  church  e(ta>- 
bliihments.  As  tojucmijyl  have  always  been 
ready  to  adcmwledge  ir,  with  refpeft  to  both 
the  churches.  As  one  proof  of  this,  I  (hall 
quote  a  pafla^e  from  the  Sirmm  I  preached  m 
^«€^i^g  the  faJtoTfd  ojic^  in  this  place,  p.  jo. 
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Think  not  that  the  moft  fervent  zeal  for  what 
are  apprehended  to  be  the  genuiae  dofbrincs  of 
the  goipcl  is  at  all  inconfiftent  with  true  cbrif- 
ttan  ckariiy^  which  always  judges  of  particular 
perfons  according  to  the  advantages  thtf  have 
enjoyed,  and  of  the  final  ftate  of  men  by  their 
^f^cerhy  only.  And  for  my  own  part>  1  have 
no  doubt,  but  that,  though  the  church  of 
Rome  be  the  proper  Antichrijl  of  the  apoftles, 
5'  not  only  innumerable  zealous  papiils,  but 
*^  even  fome  popes  themfelves,  and  fince  the  re^ 
"  formation,  wiU  fit  down  with  Luther,  withCal- 
vin,  and  with  Socinus,  in  the  kingdom  of  our 
Lord  and  Saviour  Jefus  Chrift.  Known  unto 
**  God  alone  are  the  hearts  of  men ;  and  the 
man  who  honeftly  purfues  truth,  and  who 
aAs  according  to  the  bcft  lights  that  God 
gives  him  an  opportunity  of  acquiring,  will  be 
he  whom  the  God  of  truth  and  uprightnefs  will 
approve  $  and  none  will  fuffer  a  greater  or 
more  juft  condemnation  than  thofc  who  bold 
^<  the  trutb  im  unrigbieoufiufi*  Much  rather  would 
I  be  in  the  cafe  of  many  worthy  perfons  in  the 
church  of  England,  or  the  church  of  Rome, 
^<  who  at  the  fame  time  that  they  are  fuDy  fen- 
fible  of  the  corruptions  and  errors  of  the  fyftem 
in  which  they  are  entangled,  arc  not  able  to 
break  their  ch^tins^  than,  from  a  fpiric  the  re-* 
**  verfe  of  that  of  the  gofpel,  make  an  improper 
5'  ufe  of  my  own  liberty  by  infulting  them*** 

WiU 
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Will  Or«  Hoffflcf  lumfelf  fay  this  after  me? 


Vfixk  refpcd  to  rtsl  candour,  few,  I  think,  wiii 
gpgKMa  kagcM  tbm  1  have  done.  He  clutfgci 
nm  wiA  many  inflances  of  w/^w/  mifrtfrijtmt^tien^ 
ivfaknii  ^crutnly  acb^geof  i^/ii^m/jri  wiicifcasl 
have  not  chargiod  him  with  any*  thQUi^  I  migk 

l\7L\t  done  ic  with  much  greater  appearance  of 
miasu  Wkb  rcfped  to  igaarami%  viz.  of  whit 
felatrt  to  the  fiibfcA  of  this  contiowrfy,  with 
wiuci^  he  likewife  repeatedly  charges  mcj  1  own 
that  I  mora  the  aemiation>  and  ki  our  readers 
judge  between  us. 


>  I 


'      A  P   P   E   N   D».  J.X:.  ai;. 

No.  ill. 

■  ■ 

U  A  Y  I N  G  ihemi  thde  Letiars  to  fame  of  txsf 

*     friends,  and  been  favoured  with  their  re* 

maiks^I  wifh  to  add  thefoUowing  explaiuxions*' . 

■ 

» 

« 

L  P.  30.  A  pa0age  hasJbeen  poinced  out  to  mo 

in  Grocius  (Opera,  vol. 11. p.  5.)  in  whichhefpcaka 
ef .the  Nazarencs  as«  ^  holding  the  common  £nth 
of  other  chriftians  with  refpedt  to  Chrift, 
**  which  the  Ebionitcs  did  not.**  But  as  the 
Opkiioft  of  the  Ebiohices,  of  whtehr  he  is  there 
fpeaking,  was  that  Chrift  was  the  fon  of  Joftrph, 
all  that  can  be  inferred  from  the  pailage,  is  that, 
f n-  his  opinion,  the  Nazarenes'  differed  from  the 
Ebionites  by  believing  the  doflrme  of  the  mira-f 
culous  conception.  By  the  common  faith  of  chrif- 
tmns{'\fi  that  early  agcf  (fuppofing  him  to  have 

had  a  view  to  the  doctrine  cr)iiLciii;ng  Chrifl", 
more  cxtenfivcly  conftdcrcd)  Grotius,  no  doubt, 
meant  his  own  opinion,  which  was  far  from 

tliac  high  crtbcdoxy^  which  Dr.  Horfley  akribes 
to  the  Nazarcnes. 

Grotius  alfo  fays  that  "  it  is  well  obferved 
by  Sulpitius  Severus,  that  all  the  Jcwiih  chrif- 
"  cians  till  the  time  of  Adrian,  held  that  Chrift 
was  God,  tliough  they  obferved  the  law  of 
Mofes,"  in  t^e  paifage  which  I  have  quoted 
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from  him,  p.  41.  But  the  fenfe  in  which  Gro- 
tius  underftood  the  term  God  in  this  place,  muil 
be  explained  by  his  own  ibntiments  concerning 
Chrift.  As  to  Sulpidus  himfclf,  he  niiift  be 
confidercd  as  having  faid  nothing  more  than 
that  almoft  all  the  jews  at  Jerulalem  were  chrif- 
tians,  tlioiigh  they  obferved  tht^  law  of  Mok-s." 
This  writer's  mere  aiiertion  that  the  Jewifti 
chriftians  held  Chrift  to  be  God,  in  the  proper 
fenfe  of  the  word,  unfupported  by  any  reafons  for 
it,  is  even  lefs  to  be  regarded  than  chat  of  £ufe« 
'bius. 

IL  The  latter  part  of  the  quotation  from 
Chryfoftom^  f.  93.  will  admit  of  a  tranflation 
more  favourable  to  my  purpofc,  by  introducing 
a  parenthefis,  and  a  note  of  interrogation,  as 
follows :     How  could  men  who  were  then  firft 
taken  from,  their  altars,  idols,  Sec,  (for  fuch 
was  the  worfhip  •  of  the  heathens)  and  being 
then  iirft  brought  off  from  thefe  abominations^ 
readily  receive  fublime  doctrines  f 
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I.  A  N  History  of  the  Corruptions  of  Christianity^ 
*  Sjl  with  a  gcncnl  conclufion,  in  two  Parts.  Psn  1.  Con- 
taining coniidcrations  addreilcdio  Unbc  iLvcr^  and  efpecially  to 
fdr.  Gibbon.  Parti.  Containing  conlidcrrLions  adireffcd  to 
the  Advocates  for  the  prefent  ElUblilhnicac ,  and  ciptxialJy  tq^ 
Biihop  HuiiD,  2  vqls.  8vo.  price  izs.  in  board:>,  ur  i^.  bound, 

* 

2.  A  RiPLT  to  the  Ani MAOviRtioNi  on  tJ^e  Huroar  of 
the  CoRftVFTiOH^  of  CHRisTiAMiTTt  ID  ^he  Monthly  Revietr 
ibf  Jono*  1783 1  with  Obfemtloiia  ffltting  to  tfao  DoOrioe 
of  the  Primiiivv  Cburebi  conccriiuii;  the  Petfoa  of  Chriit^ 
8fo»  price  is. 

3.  Letters  to  Dr.  IIorvSLEv,  in  Ani.vcr  to  his  Anin^adver- 
fiODS  on  the  iiiitory  of  the  C^rrupucins  ot  Chriltianicy.  With 
AootTioNAL  Evidence  that  the  ^rimiiiye  C^riiti^io  Ciiurci^ 
fvfts  Unitarian^  price  as.  64* 

a.  Remarks  on  the  Monthly  Review  of  the  Letters 
|0  Dr.  JioRSLEY  ;  in  which  the  Rev.  Mr.  Samuel  Baucock^ 
(he  writer  of  that  RevieW|  is  c^Ied  upon  to  defeod  what  i^e  has 
advanced  in  it,  price  6d. 

5,  AGbwbral  View  of  the  Argaments  for  the  Unitt  of 
poD,  and  BgitoH  the  Divinity  and  Pre-extftence  of  Chriil,  froa^ 
reafbOf  from  the  fcrtptures,  «nd  from  hiftory^  price  ad. 

6.  An  Appfal  to  the  icrioas  and  candid  ProfefTjrs  of  Chrif- 
tianity,  on  the  following  fu'-ierts,  viz.  I.  The  Ufc  of  Rcifon 
in  Matters  of  R:  !i;^i.'m.  2.  I'hc  Power  of  Man  to  do  the  Will  of 
God.  3.  Original  b  n.  4.  Ele<^ion  and  Reprobation.  5.  The 
Divinity  of  Chri!>  ;  and  6.  Atonement  for  Sin  by  thf  Dc^{h  of 
Chri!>,  2  new  h.diiion  ;  to  which  is  added,  a  Concifc  Millory  of 

(iS^  Po^iacs»       An  £diuoii  in  a  larger  f  hat,  pr i  c e  6 1 . 
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8.  A  View  of  the  Principles  and  Conduct  of  the  Pro- 
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the  Subjed  of  Chvrcr  Disci fli  we ;  with  a  preliminafx  Dif. 
ootiie  co^cmlng  the  Spirit  of  ChHftitoit]r»  ind  the  Coiniptiottt 
of  it  by  falfe  Notion*  of  Religion*  st.  6d« 

ro.  A  Letter  to  a  Layman,  on  Mr.  Lindft'yN  Propofal 
for  a  rctoi  nicd  Kngliih  Churchy  on  the  I'iaa  of  the  U(e  Dr« 
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^  On  theDuTToflioi  Living  t6  0ii|L6BtvB9^  iS.  6d. 

13.  DisquisfTioNs  relating  to  MAtTER  and  Spirit.  To 
which  is  added,  the  Htftory  of  the  Philofophicat  Do£lrine  con- 
cerning the  Origin  of  the  Soul,  and  the  Nature  of  Matter;  witk 

it5  Influence  on  Chriflianity,  cfpecully  with  rcfpefl  to  the  Doc- 
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14.  A  r..EF.  Discussion  of  the  DocTr.iNLSof  Materi- 
AtiSM  :inJ  Philosophical  NEctsiirv,  in  a  Corrr CpofidcDCC 
hetwecn  Dr.  Price  and  Dr.  Priestley.  To  which  are  added 
by  Dr.  Prie:>tlev,  an  Introduction,  explaining  the  Nature 
of  the  Conirovcrfy,  and  Letters  to  fcveral  Writers  who  have 
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or  his  Treatifc  on  Neccffity,  8vo.  6s.  fcwed,  or  7s.  bound. 
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of  Natural  Re^tj^^on,  and  efpeciilly  thofe  coniaioed  in  the  Writ- 
ings of  Mr,  iiume^  3s.  fewcd« 
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In  boards,  or  178.  bound. 

19.  A  HA^MOwr  of  the  EvANcitftrt  in  Eu^/iJ^  $  wifU 
Notcflt  tod  .  aft  occafiooal  Paraphrafe  for  the  Ufe  of  the  Un* 
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im  BngliOi  wtiHtt  thi Critical  DiflerUtiont.  Price  8s.  in  hpardt ^ 

N.  B.  The  Creek  and  Engitjh  iiarn|ony  with  the  Critical  Dif- 
fertations  com^Uu^  il.  is.  ii^  boardS|  or  ily  4s.  bound. 

90>  IiiiTiTVTt#  of  Natvral  and  Riv8A|.pd  RsMoioiTy 
in  two  volames*  Svo.  ^d.  edition^  price  los.  6d.  in  boards,  or 
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B.  The  third  Pari  of  this  Workt  containing  the  Do^rifies  of  ♦ 
KevelaMOD,  majf  U  had  alone,  price  zs*  td,/(fwed, 

A  SiRSfOH  pieaclied  December  31,  17S0,  at  the  Neir 
Meedng*Hoafe,  in  Biraiiq^im»  on  nnderiaking  the  Pa4oial 
Office  in  that  Place,  is. 

Alf)  Puhlijhfd  under  the  Dirg^ion  »/  Dr.  Pr i  e s r  t  f  r . 
THS  THfiOLOGICAL  REPOSITORV: 
Con&iitng  of  Original  E/Tiys,  Hints,  Queries,  &c.  calculated 
to  promote  Religious  I^nowledge,  in  Three  Volumes,  giro* 
Price  i8s.  in  Boards,  or  il.  is.  boend  :  Among  other  Articles* 
too  many  to  be  enpmeraied  in  an  Advertifement,  thefe  thret 
Volomes  will  be  found  to  contain  fuch  original  and  truly  va« 
Ivable  Obfervations  on  the  Do^lrine  of  Atonement^  the  F^t-tx^ 
yiiWti  ^CMJI  and  the  h/piration  of  the  Scriptures ,  more  efpe-r 
ciaUy  refpeAing  the  Hamm^  tki  ED«ngtUfi$^  and  the  Reafim, 
n^^ihi  Ap^U  Pamlt  ts  cani|OC  fail  to  recommend  them  to 
thofe  Perf<ms  who  wiifc  to  mtke  a  trnljr  free  Inqniiy  into  theio 
ilpDortant  SobjcA**  - 

N.  B.  TlMi  work  will  vetj  fooa  be  revived, 
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PREFACE. 

HEN,  in  the  advertifmcnt  of  my 
Hijlory  of  early  Opinions  concerning 
Chriji,  I  pledged  myielf  to  ihew,  that  Dr^ 
HorJUys  Remarks  on  my  Letters  to  him 
were     as  deiedive  in  argument,  as  they 
are  in  tempert'*  1  did  not  mean  that  I 
would  aniniadvert  upon  them  immediately^ 
or  very,  foon ;  but  intended  to  wait  till  I 
Ibould  hear  what  would  be  objeded  to  that 
Jarger  work,  and  then  reply  to  him  and 
others  at  the  fame  time.    I  found,  how- 
€ver4  that  the  advertifement  had  raifed  a 
general  expe&ation  of  a  Jpeedy  reply  to  Dr< 
Horflcy  in  particular  ^  and  being  unwil- 
ling to  difappotnt  any'  expedations  I  had 
even  unintentionally  excited,  and  more  ua<« 
willing  to  appear  defirous  of  fiu inking 
from  this  difcuilion,  1  hav^  done  at  prefent 

what 


PREFACE. 


what  many  of  my  friends  will  probably 
think  might  as  well  have  been  deferred  a 
while  longer. 

Be&des^  as  Dr.  Horfley's  Remarks  were 
written  before  he  had  fccn  my  large  Hiilory, 
I  thought  it  might  not  be  amifs,  in  this 
maQuer^  to  clofe  the  jirjl  ait  in  our  dratna  ; 
the  Jecond  being  rcferved  for  what  may  be 
occafioned  by  that  wori&t  which  will  pro- 
bably be  much  more  coniiderable  than  any 
thing  that  has  been  produced  by  the  Hiftory 
of  ibe  Corruptions  of  Cbriftianity.  And  my 
defign  (after  the  termination  of  the  pre- 
ient  difcufiioQ  with  Dr;  Horfley,  whichc 
muft  foon  come  to  an  iiTue)  is  to  wait  a 
year  or  two,  till  I  fee  what  the  publicatioa 
of  my  large  work  on  this  fubjet^  fliall  pro* 
duce^  and  then  to  reply  to  all  my  opponeats 
at  once ;  frankly  acknowledging  any  mi f- 
takes  I  (hall  appear  to  have  fallen  into,  and 
vindicating  whatever  I  Ihall  think  capable 
t  of  it,  and  deferving  it. 

Agreeably 
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« 

Agreeably  to  this  fchcme,  I  have  annexed 
to  thcfc  Letters  fomc  Remarks  on  the  ninth 
number  of  Mr.  Howes  s  Qbjervations  on  b^oks 
ancient  and  modern^  in  which  he  has  begun 
his  attack  upon  me.  But  in  this  I  have 
been  very  concile^  expecting  to  have  an  op- 
portunity of  treating  the  fubjefts  more 
largely  when  I  confider  what  he  has  fartlier 
to  produce.  Mr.  White  alfo  cannot  de- 
cline the  difcuffion,  and  I  have  heard  of 
the  threats  of  others.  We  may^  conic- 
quently,  hope  that  this  controverly  (to 
which  1  find  that  much  attention  is  given  in 
foreign  countries)  will  foon  come  to  a  pro* 
per  ternaination,  fd  that  karncil  men  in  all 
nations  will  not  long  remain  in  uncertainty 
with  relped  to  any  thing  of  importance  ref- 
lating to  it. 

As  this  is  a  controverfy  that  will  pro* 
bably  have  lading  confequences,  let  all  who 
engage  in  it,  on  either  iide,  be  careful  to 
acquit  themfelves  in  proportion  to  the  cha- 
racter which  they  apprehend  they  have  at 
ilake  i  but  above  all,  let  truib  be  our  great 

objed. 


viii  PREFACE.  1 

objcft.  Our  readers  will  cafily  perceive 
whecher  it  be  ib  or  not.  We  (hall  fooner 
deceive  ourfclvcs  than  them.  And  leaft  of 
all  can  we  impofe  upon  that  great  being 
who  is  the  God  of  truths  who  lecrctly  guides 
all  our  purUiiti,  and  whofe  excellent  pur- 
pofes  will  be  anfwered  by  them»  with 
whatever  views  we  may  engage  in  them. 


N.  B.  Though  an  account  of  the  Stale  of  Cat- 
vinifm  among  the  Diffcntm^  on  which  Dr.  Horfley 
enlarges  fo  much,  has  but  little  to  do  with  the  ob- 
ject of  our  controverfy,  I  (hould  have  faid  fome- 
thing  more  un  this  fubjeft,  but  that  I  hear  it 
will  be  confidcred  by  a  perlon  who  is  exceedingly 
well  qualified  to  inform  the  public  concerning  ir, 
and  to  explain  the  caufe  ot  Horlley's  very  grols 
and  palpable  miftake. 


ERRATA.  ^ 

N.  B.  fh)  (i^niHes  from  the  bouom  of  the  page. 

Page  ad,  line  «,  (bj  for  14,  read  1. 

■        lin^"  I,  (h) for  6,  rtad  1 6. 

—  gS»  iiiic  II,  ncti^/or  regii,  nadngio. 
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INTRODUCTORY  LETTER- 


*Rev.  Sir, 

IN  Ac  courfc  oFour  controverfy,  you  nia!ntained 
that  there  was  a  church  of  trinuarir  n  Jewijb 
cbriftians  at  Jtrufakm  after  the  time  of  Adrian  i 
and  as  t!.c  ac.ouiu  th:it  Origen  gives  of  the  (late  of 
things  in  his  time  does  not  admit  of  the  exiftence 
of  fuch  a  church,  you  fcrupled  not  to  fay,  that  he 
••had  rccourfc  :o  the  wilful  and  deliberate  ailcga- 
tion  of  a  notorious  falfehood.''  This  you  did 
on  ib  Kctle  foundation,  that  I  charged  you  with 
being  a  faljifier  of  hijlorj,  and  a  d^famer  of  the  cha- 
raBer  of  the  dead.  ' 

On  this  article  you  have  thought  proper  (not- 
Withltanding  your  pre viouUy  declared  relolution  to 
the  contrary)  to  niake  your  defence^  in  which  you 
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produce  five  paflages  from  ancient  writers,  two  from 
Origcn  himfeU,  two  from  Jerom,  and  one  from  £pi- 
phanitts.  In  chefe  Leuers  I  undertake  to  fhow 
that,  though  you  have  taken  eighteen  months 
to  write,  and  to  rcvifc  your  Remarks  you  have 
groisly  mifunderftood,  or  mifappliedt  all  the  paf- 
Ages,  ib  that  not  one  of  them  is  to  your  pur- 
pofe,  and  my  charge  ftill  remains  in  its  full  force. 
For  the  juftnels  of  mf  interpretation  of  the  pafiages 
in  queftion,  I  appeal  to  all  who  have  any  precen- 
lions  to  fcholarlhip,  in  this  or  any  other  country, 
and  in  this  public  manner  I. call  upon  you  to  vindi- 
cate ycttr  raw. 

On  this  article,  at  leaft,  an  article  deliberately  Ic- 
leAed  by  yourfelf,  let  the  controverfy  between  us 
come  to  a  fair  ifllie.  NotMng  has  been,  or  fhaU  be 
wanting  to  icon  my  part;  and  therefore  the  Public 
will  certainly  expeft  your  explicit  and  fpeedy  an- 
fwer. 

I  am. 

Reverend  Sir, 
Your  very  humble  Servaatj^ 

J.  PRIESTLEY. 

Birmngbamt  June  i,  1786. 


LETTER. 


Digitized  by  Google 


ARCHDEACON  OF  ST,  ALBANS, 


.'LETTER  L 

Of  the  Viraciij  of  Origin. 

Rev.  Sir, 

AFTEk  having  indulged  your  indolence,  as  you 
Jay,  p.  I,  eighteen  months,  I  am  happy  to 
find,  that,  notwithftanding  your  opinion,  ib.  of  my 
manifejl  infufficiency  as  your  antagonift  (which  you 
cbferve,  p.  2,  •*  left  you  at  liberty  to  induk  e  y  ur* 
fclf  without  (eeming  to  defert  your  caufc*')  there 
"was  fomething  in  n:iy  Letters  to  )      that  has  at 
length  rouJcd  you  to  make  a  reply.    I'o  me  this  is 
a  very  high  gratification.    For  my  predominant 
dilpoficion  not  being  indolence,  I  rejoice  in  any  cir- 
cumftanceihac  contributes  to  keep  the  iubjec^ot  our 
controverfy  in  view ;  being  confident  that  nothing 
but  a  continued  aucnrion  to  it  is  rcquifite  to  a 
ipeedy  decifion  in  favour  of  the  caufe  that  1  have 
efpoufed,  which  I  cannot  help  confidcring  as  of  the 
greateft  importance  to  the  caufe  of  chridianity  itfelf. 

I  (hould  have  been  more  pleafed  if  you  had  put- 

fued  the  difcufiion  of  every  article  in  debate  be- 
tween us ;  but  as  you  have  thought  proper  to  con- 
fine yourfelf  chie  fly  to  what  relates  to  the  orthodoxy 
of  the  primuive  Jewifh  church,  I  muil  do  the 
fame,  firft  confidcring  what  you  have  advanced  in 
order  to  impeach  the  veracity  ofOi  ii^cn,  and  then 
the  tcilimonies  of  Epiphanius  and  Jerom,  as  evi- 
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dcnccs  of  the  exiftence  of  a  whole  church  of  ortho- 
dox Jews  at  Jerufalem  after  the  time  of  Adrian. 

*'  In  the  fecond  book  againft  Cclfus"  (to  ule  your 
own  words,  p.22.)    near  the  beginning  of  the  book, 

Origen  aflerts,  of  the  Hebrew  chrillians  of  his 

own  times,  without  exception,  that  they  had  coc 
"  abandoned  the  laws  and  cuftoms  of  their  ar:ccf- 

tors,  and  that  for  that  reafon  they  were  called 
"  Ebicnites.'*  This  is  alfo  the  appellation  that  he 
gives  to  all  the  Jcwilh  chriftians,  of  whom  he 
makes  two  clafies,  one  of  them  believing  the  mi- 
raculous conception  of  Jefus,  and  the  other  deny- 
ing it ;  but  neither  of  them  admitting  his  d:\'i- 
nity. 

This  teftimony  of  fuch  a  perfon  as  Origen  to  the 
unitarianifm  of  all  the  Jewiflh  chriftians  in  bis  lime^ 
goes  fo  near  to  prove  the  unitarianifm  of  the  great 
body  of  Jewifh  chriftians,  and  conlequently  of  th^ 
chriftian  church  in  general,  in  the  time  of  the  apof- 
tUst  that  I  do  not  wonder  at  your  widiing  to  fct  ic 
afidfc  i  and  it  is  fo  full  and  cxprefs,  that  you  have  no 
other  way  of  doing  it,  than  by  maintaining  that  this 
moft  refpeftabic  man  knowingly  affertcd  an  un- 
truth. You  even  add,  p.  28.  30.  that  you  would 
not  take  his  evidence  Opon  oath.  Indeed,  this 
writer  was  fo  circumftanced,  in  confequence  of 
living  fo  near  Judea,  and  fometimes  in  it,  that  he 
could  not  but  have  known  whether  there  was  any 
confiderable  body  of  Jewifti  chriftians  who  believed 
the  doctrine  of  the  trinity,  nnd  who  had  abandoned 
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the  culloms  of  their  anccftars,  or  not ;  fo  chat  if 
what  he  affcrted  be  an  untruth,  it  mujl  have  been  9 
wilful  on^,  and  (as  fcrving  the  purpofe  of  his  argu- 
ment) a  dtliii^raU  one. 

There  are,  however,  fome  circumftances  attend- 
ing this  charge  of  a  wilful  falfchood  agaioft  Origen, 
that  I  fhould  have  thought  might  have  made  you 
paufe  before  you  had  advanced  it  fp  confidently  as 
you  have  done. 

The  general  charafter  of  Origen  makes  tlic  fup- 
pofition  highly  improbable*  -tor  he  was  a  man  not 
more  diftinguifhed'  by  his  genius  and  learning  (in 
which  he  had  confefTedly  no  fu  peri  or  in  the  age  in 
which  he  Uved)  than  he  was  by  iiis  inte^ity,  and 
his  firmnels  in  the  caufe  of  chriftian  truth ;  and 
when,  in  a  fubkquent  age,  his  opinions  were  deem- 
ed to  be  heretical^  bis  grcateft  enemies  teft  his  moral 
charafter  unimpeached.  In  fuch  efteem  was  he 
univerfally  held,  that,  as  Eufcbius  informs  us,  it  was 
generally  faid  of  him»     As  was  I^is  fpeecb,  fuch 

**  was  his  conduft ;  and  as  was  his  condudt,  fuch 
was  his  fp^ch  * his  eloquence  and  the  virtue^ 
of  his  life  correfponding  to  each  other.  And  yet  Uui^ 
is  the  man  whole  evidence,  b?caufe  it  makes 
a^inft  yourielff  you  declare  that  y#u  would  not  ad<* 
mitupOQoatb. 

fwofh  ^  rm  ikffyw  mhimh*  £u(eb.  Hift.  L.  vi.  cap.  3. 
p«a6t. 
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Had  the  tefiimony  of  Origen  to  the  unitarianifm 
of  the  great  body  ot  Jfewilh  chriftians  not  been  well 
founded,  it  was  greatly  the  purpole  of  nnany  of  the 

early  writers  fand  particularly  of  Eullblu?,  who 
mainuined  the  novcliy  ot  the  unitarian  dodrine}  lo 
have  refuted  it.  But  neither  Eufebius,  nor  any 
other  anciLii:  writer,  the  moQ  zc..loub  tor  orihudoxy, 
and  the  molt  hoftile  to  Origen  on  ocher  accounts, 
has  attempted  it*  Might  it  not  have  beenexpe&cd 
of  EulcDius  m  particular, '  iliaL  afer  had  copied 
Origcn's  account  oi  the  hbionitcs,  by  dividing  them 
into  two  clafles,  j  ult  as  he  had  done  (viz.  fome  of 
them  believing  the  niiruCuluLis  cunc::ptiun,  and 
others  not)  he  would  have  added  that,  notwith- 
ftanding  what  Origen  bad  faid  to  the  contrary, 
many  of  them  had  abandoiud  the  law  of  Mofes, 
and  were  believers  in  the  divinity  of  Chrift  ?  But 
he  has  not  done  any  luch  thing.  He  therefore  muft 
have  known  that  lic  couKi  not  do  it,  and  lie  was  not 
difpoied  to  tell  a  wilful  lie  ia  the  cafe.  Indeed,  I 
am  willing  to  think,  that  few  perfons  are  £>  aban- 
doned as  to  be  capable  ui  doing  this. 

With  refped  to  this  particular  aficrtion  concern- 
ing the  ftate  of  the  Jewifli  chriftians  in  the  time  of 
Origen,  it  is  fo  circumftanccd,  that  if  he  had 
even  been  capable  of  afierting  a  falfehood,  $bi$  was 
the  laft  that  he  would  have  had  rccourfc  to  becaufe 
he  was  writing  in  a  public  controverfy,  in  which  he 
has  infiftcd  largely  on  this  particular  article,  and  in- 
fulted  his  adverfary  for  his  Ignorance  of  a  notorious 
fad.    In  this  fituation^  he  muft  have  been  nothing 
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kfs  than  infatuated,  to  have  advanced  what  all  bis 

readers  muft  have  known  to  be  falie.  A  falfchood 
fo  circumitanced,  and  which  muft  have  been  a  wil* 
ful  one,  would  have  been  fo  evidently  ruinous  to 

his  credir,  and  fo  fatal  to  his  caufe,  that  he  muft 
have  been  a  tool  not  to  have  fcen  it. 

Befides,  this  particular  circumftance^  of  the  chrif* 

tian  Jews  not  abandoning  the  cuftoms  of  their  an- 
ceftors^  was  not  of  fo  much  confequence  to  his  gc^ 
neral  argument  in  defence  of  chriftianity,  but  that  he 
might  .very  well  have  neglefted  it.  Nothing, 
therefore^  but  a  perfect  confidence  that  what  he  did 
advance  was  true,  could  have  led  him  to  make  any 
deciaracion  on  the  fubjedt. 

■ 

What  is  more  extraordinary  ftillj  you  fay,  p.  25, 
he  himfelf  contradided  his  own  aflertion,  at  no 

•*  greater  diftance  than  the  third  fcftion  of  the 
fame  book;  where  the  good  Father,^*  as  you  ironi* 

cally  call  him,  takes  quite  another  ground  to  con- 
fute  bis  adveriary.*'  Certainly  this  niuit  be  thought 

to  be  41  frim,  in  the  higheft  degree  improbable. 

I  (hall  now  confider  this  flagrant  contradiflion^  by 
which  this  great  man  (fur  fo  all  the  world  has  ever 
called  him)  is  fuppofed  to  confute  himfelf,  and  fo  far 
to  have  loft  all  character,  that  the  Archdeacon  of 
St.  Alban*s  would  not  take  his  evidence  upon  oath  ^ 
and  I  iball  recite  it  in  your  own  words, 

^  At  no  greater  diftance  than  in  the  third  fcflion 
*  of  the  lame  book,  the  good  Father  takes  quite  an- 
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*  other  ground  to  confute  his  advcrfiry ;  he  infults 

*  over  his  ignorance  tor  not  making  the  diftindions 
^  which  he  himfeif,  in  the  allegation  in  queftioR, 

*  had  CO  four;  .(\!.'        It  is  my  prefenc  po;i.r,  Livs 

Ongcn,  to  evjnce  Celfus  s  ignorance,  who  has 
*^  made  a  Jew  fay  to  his  countrymen,  to  IfraeliCiei 
believing  in  Chnfl,  Upon  what  motive  have  you 
dclcrted  the  law  of  vour  anccftois  :  But  how  have 
•*  they  deferted  the  law  of  their  anccdors,  who  rc- 
*'  pmvc  ihoic  who  are  inauc  iuivc  to  ie,  and  lay  Tell 
"  me  ye,  6ec  ?*'    *  Then  alter  a  citation  ot  certain 

*  texts  from  St.  Pauls  epiitles,  in  which  the  apoftle 

*  avails  hinifLlr  oftht!  audioriiy  of  the  law  to  enforce 
'  particular  duties,  which  texts  make  nothing  either 
^  for  oragainft  the  Jew's  aOertio'n,  that  the  chriilian) 

*  of  the  circumciilon  had  abandoned  their  ancient 
^  laws,  but  prove  only  that  the  d  iafe  ot  the  law,  x{ 

*  it  was  aAually  gone  into  difufe,  coul4  not  ht 

*  deemed  a  dcfertion,  btcauie  it  proceeded  no: 
^  from  any  dilrcgard  to  the  authority  of  the  law- 

*  giver.    After  a  ciution  of  texts  to  this  purpofe, 

*  Origcn  proc;.Ld:i  in  tii.s  remarkable  llrain/  And 
*^  how  confufedly  docs  Celfus's  Jew  fpcak  upon  th;s 

fubjeft,  when  he  might  have  faid  mor€  plauftbS-^ 
Some  of  you  have  relinquiihcd  the  old  cuilom^ 
upon  pretence  of  e:i(pofitions  and  alkgories* 
Some  again  expounding,  as  you  call  it,  fpiritusdly, 
ncvetthelcfs,  obferve  the  inlUtutions  of  ouraiicef- 
tors.  But  fome,  not  s^dmitting  dicfe  expcK 
fitions,  are  willing  to  receive  Jefus  as  the  perfon 
•*  foretold  by  the  prophets,  and  to  obferve  the  law 
^  of  Mofes,  according  to  the  ancient  cuftoms,  as 
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^  having  in  the  letter  the  whole  meanii^  of  the 
y  fpirit*/*    *  In  thcfc  words  Origcn  cont'cffcs  all 

*  that  I  have  alleged  of  him.  Me  confcfles,  in 
'  contradidion  to  his  former  aflercioal  that  he 

*  k:.ew  of  three  forts  of  Jews  profefTingchriftianity  ; 
^  one  fore  adhered  to  the  letter  o(  the  Moiaic  kw. 
^  rejefting  all  figurative  interpretations :  another 
^  fort  admitied  a  figurative  interpretation,  conform- 
^  ing,  however^  to  the  letter  of  the  precept*  but  ^. 
^  third  fort  (the  firft  in  Origen^s  enumeration)  had 

*  relinquifhed  the  obfervance  of  the  literal  precept^ 
^  conceiving  it  to  be  of  no  importance  in  comparifon 

*  oi"  the  latent  figurative  mcaiiiiig.* 

This  contains  the  whole  of  your  curious  rcafon- 
ing,  5n  which  you  fuppofe  that  Origen,  in  treating 
of  the  fame  fubjed:,  and  in  continuation  of  th^  iamc 
argument,  has  given  you  this  pretence  for  impeachr 
ing  his  vei:acity  as  you  have  done.  But  furciy  this 
writer,  who  mult  have  known  his  own  meaning, 
could  not  have  imagined  that  he  had  really  contra- 
diAed  himfelf  in  two  paflages,  not  in  different 
works,  written  at  different  times,  or  in  diftant  parts 
of  the  fame  work  (in  which  he  might  have  forgotten 

wri^Wflii  m»   Lib*  ii.  p.  59* 

what 
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what  he  had  Hiid  in  one  of  the  paflages,  when  he 
was  writing  the  other)  but  in  the  fame  work,  the 
lanoe  part  of  the  worlc,  and  in  paragraphs  fo  vttj 
near  to  each  other.  And  I  believe  nobody  before 
yourfelf,  ever  imagined  that  there  was  any  contra* 
didion  in  them  at  alL 

In  the  former  he  allerts,  in  general  terms,  without 
making  any  particular  exception,  that  the  Jewifli 

chriftiahs  adhered  to  the  cuftoms  ot  their  anceftors, 
and  in  the  latter,  which  almoft  immediately  ioUows 
it,  he  fays  that  his  adverfary,  who  had  a(£:rted  the 
concrary,  would  have  faid  what  was  n\oxt  plaufibk 
(not  what  was  true)  if  he  had  faid  that  fome  of  them 
had  relinquillied  their  ancient  cuftoms,  while  the 
reft  adhered  to  them  %  alluding,  perhaps,  to  a  few 
who  had  abandoned  thofe  cuftoms,  while  the  great 
body  of  them  had  not,  which  is  fufficiently  con* 
fiflcnc  with  what  he  had  faid  before.    For  incon- 
fiderable  exceptions  are  not  regarded  in  general  af- 
iertions.   It  would  have  been  very  extraordinary 
indeed,  if  no  Jcwifh  chriilians  whatever  had  aban*> 
doned  the  rites  of  their  former  religion,  when,  in 
all  ages,  fome  Jews,  whether  they  became  chriftians 
or  not,  have  done  fo.    In  like  manner,  it  concerns 
xne  not  to  aderc  that  no  individuals  of  the, Jewifli 
chriftians  embraced  the  doctrine  of  the  trinity,  be* 
caufe  my  purpofe  is  fufikiently  anfwered  if  the  great 
hody  of  thm^  to  whom  the  reft  bore  no  fenfible  pro* 
portioli,  were  unitarians.  And  though  there  might  be 
a  few  Jewifh  chriftians  who  had  defcrtcd  their  former 
cuftoms,  which  would  have  given  Cclfus  a  plaufikle 
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pretence  for  making  fuch  a  diviHon  of  them  as  to 

make  cbefe  one  of  the  chiles^  yet  the  great  body 
them  had  not ;  and  this  was  fufficient  to  remove 

the  reproach  which  Cclfus  had  thrown  out  ag^nd 
the  Jewiih  chriftians  in  general* 

That  this  was  really  the  cafe,  and  that  the  great 
body  of  Jewilh  chriftians  were  lilccwife  uniurians, 
we  have  the  exprefs  teftimony  of  Origen,  uncon* 
tradifled,  as  I  have  fhewn,  by  him L If,  ur  any  other 
authomy  whatever.  He  could  not  but  be  well  in- 
formed with  refped  to  the  fadt,  his  veracity  was 
never  impearhed  ;  and  if  he  had  been  difpolcd  to 
deay  the  truth  (which  he  had  no  tempution  to  do) 
he  wrote  in  circumftances  in  which  his  attempts  to 
iairify  could  not  luve  availed  hia^. 

But  to  prove  Origen  to  be  guilty  of  contradifting 

hinifclf  is  not  the  only  ufe  you  make  of  the  paflage. 
Y^u  fayt  p.  27,     But  this  is  not  alL   In  the  next 
fi»itence  he  gives  us  to  underftand,  though  I 
confefs  more  indiredly,  but  he  gives  us  to  un- 
derftand^  that  of  thefe  three  forts  of  Hebrews 
pruicflTing  ciuiftianity,  thtry  only  who  had  laid 
aiide  the  ufe  of  the  Mofaic  law,  were  in  his 
<^  tinne  confidered  as  true  chriftians.'*   This  is  ex- 
traordinary  indeed ;  but  let  us  fee  bov>  it  is  given 
io  be  underfieod.   Having  found  fo  little  in  your 
clear  e^nctt(ficns,  I  do  not  expeft  much  from  your 
fuppofed  injinmiions^ 

^For 
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•.For  he  mentions  ic  as  a  further  proof  of  the 
\  ignorance  of  Celfus,  pretending,  as  it  appears  fae 

*  did^  to  deep  erudition  upon  all  fubjefts,  that,  in 

*  his  account  of  the  here  Ties  of  the  chriitian  churcb> 
^  he  had  omitted  the  ifraelites  believing  in  Jefiis* 
^  and  not  laying  afide  the  law  of  their  anceftors. 

But  how  fhould  Celfus,'*  he  fays,  make  clear 
didindions  upon  ij^is  point,  who,  in  the  fequel 
of  his  work,  meimons  impious  heresies,  alto? 
gcther  alienated  from  Chrili,  and  others  which 
have  renounced  the  creator,  and  has  not  noticed 
"  for  knew  not  of  J  Ifraelites  believing  in  Jcfus, 
and  not  rclinquifliing  the  law  of  their  fathers*." 

*  What  opinion,*  you  fay,  *  is  to  be  entertained  of  a 

*  writer's  veracity,  who  in  one  page  afTerts  that  the 

*  Hebrews  p;  olcC'ing  chriftianity  h^d  no:  ra^ounced 
the  Jewiih  law,  and  in  the  next  aOirms  that  a  part 

*  of  them  had  renounced  it,  not  without  an  infinua* 

*  tion  that  they  who  \wl  not  were  hercucs,  nut  trui 

*  chriliians.   Ego  huic  testi,  etiam  jurato, 

*  9^1  TAM  MANIFESTO  FUMOS  VENDITj  M£  NOV 

*  CREPiTURUM  i.S3L  CONi:' i  RMO.' 

*  AXTia  yap  7aScv  Ks^aru  la  tutia  rov  ro^  ^faamacu^  4(  ^ 
ot^ffw      odtA^y,  ^    \^  mam  eMfSi^^  ev  tok  nrnt^ 

Such 
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Stick  is  the  curious  infaeoce  of  the  leariled  Arch- 
deacon of  St.  Albans.    Frt>m .  this  conftrudion  of 
the  paflage,  a  perfon  might  be  led  to  think  that 
Origen  reprefented  Celft^s  as  having  QHdertdken  to 
give  an  account  of  the  hercfies  in  the  chriftian 
<:hurch,  and  as  having,  in  that  account,  omitted  ib^ 
Jfraelites  kekeving  in  J  ejus  y  and  n4t  iaytng  ajik  ibi 
rites  of  their  anceftors ;  and  on  no  other  gi  our.d  can 
your  infinuation  itand.    Whereas  the  moft  natural* 
conftruftionof  the  pafl&ge  is,  that  Origen  fays,  It 
is  no  wonder  that  Cclfus  fliould  be  lo  ignorant  of 
what  he  was  creating,  when  he  clafTcd  the  Gnoftics 
along  with  chriftians,  and  did  hoc  even  know 
that  there  were  Jfraelites  who  profcffcd  chrif- 
tianitjr,  and  adhered  to  the  laws  of  Mofes.'* 
Where  then  is  the  moft  diftant  infinuation  that  the 
Ifraelites  believing  in  Chriji,  and  not  laying  ajide 
the  rites  of  their  anceftors^  were  heretics^  That 
the   Gnullics    were  claflcd  with  chriftians,  was 
a  common  complaint  of  the  orthodox  in  tliat 

You  ftrangely  allege  another  inftance  of  whad 

yuu  t  all  y/  ti\mcation  in  Origen,  in  the  fame  bouk 
againlt  Ccilus.  In  the  controvcrly  with  the  Jews, 
about  the  meaning  of  the  word  nD^%  which  lie 
contends  fignifics  a  zirgin^  he  fays  (Remarks, 
p.  29)  The  word  riDtg;*  which  the  LXX  Jiftve 
•*,tranflatcd  into  the  word  vof^sy®-  [a  Titginj  biie 
"  other  interpreters  into  the  word  viang  [a  young 

woman] 
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woman]  is  put  too,  as  they  sat,  ia  Dcukto- 
ly,  for  a  virgiAV* 


On  this  you  remark  as  follows,  Is  this 

as  tbey  faj  i  Was  ic  unknown  to  che  compiler  iA 
cfae  Hexaph,  what  tiie  readir^  of  the  Hclirtev 
text,  ia  his  own  time,  was  r    li  he  knew  tha:  \i 

i(  was  what  he  would  have  it  thought  to  be,  why 
docs  he  fcem  to  aflerc  upon  iiear&y  only  ?  If  he 

"  knew  not,  why  did  he  not  inform  himfcir,  that  he 
might  either  allert  with  corifidcoce  whac  be  bad 

*^  found  upon  enquiry  to  be  cme,  or  not  afibt 

*•  what  could  not  be  maintained  ?  Ego  huic  testi, 

ETIAMSI  JURATO,  Q^I  TAM  MANUESTO  FOiiOS 
*'V||iDITt   MS   NON    CREPKTURVlf    ESSS  COK* 
f  XRMO." 


I  am  aftonilhed  that  any  man  couU  think  dai 

flate  of  the  cafe  probable.  The  qjc.n on  between 
Origen  and  the  Jews  was  not  whac  was  the  woid 
in  tbe  Hcbiew^  but  what  was  the  meaning  of  k  in  a 
particular  place.  But  even,  admitting  that  the  dif-^ 
pute  was  about  the  true  reading  m  the  origittaU 
what  great  matter  was  there  in  Origen's  faying  tht 
Jews  /aid ^»  when  he  knew  that  what  they  laid  was 

true? 
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true  ?  Is  this  a  fuundatioa  on  which  to  affirm  that 
you  would  not  take  a  man's  evidence  upon  his 
oath*    What  an  appetite  muft  a  nnan  have  for  ca* 
lumny,  who  can  feize  upon  iuch  a  circumftance  as  * 
this  to  gratify  it  i 

* 

Foenum  habet  in  cornu^  hunc  tu,  Romane^  ca veto. 


General  Obfervatlons  relating  to  the  fuppofed  orthodox^ 
iburcb  of  Jexoi/b  cbrifiians  at  Jiru/almt  after  the 

time  of  Adrian. 

&  £  v,  S  X 

HAVING  fully  confidcred  what  you  have 
alleged  in  fupport  of  your  extraordinary 
charge  of  wilful  falfebood  in  Origen,  becanfe  the 
fuppofition  of  his  being  aa  honeft  man  was  incon- 
fiftent  with  the  exiftence  of  your  church  of  ortho- 
dox Jewiih  chriftians  at  Jerufalem  after  the  time  of 
Adrian,  I  (hall  proceed  to  confidcr  thtpcfttrjc  rji-., 
dence  that  you  have  produced  for  the  adtual  exiftence 


I  am^  &c. 
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of  fuch  B  church.    But  I  fliall,  in  ibt  firil  place, 

mcniioa  iuaie  obfervguons  of  a  0£Qefai  xiauiic  rc- 
bting  to  the  fiibfed; 

That  there  was  a  cliriilian  church  at  Jeroukm 
afcer  the  time  of  Adrian,  we  all  acknowledge ;  bis 

you  fay,  p.  41,  the  point  in  difpute  between  us  is, 
oi  what  members  the  church  of  iElia  was  com- 
poled.  He  fays  of  Converts  of  Gentile  ez- 
iracli^--,  1  fay,  of  Hebrews,  of  the  very  fame 

"  perions,  in  the  greater  part,  who  were  iDcmbcrs 

^<  of  the  ancient  Hebrew  church  at  the  tioM  when 

•*  the  Jews  were  fubuutu  by  iidrian." 

!•  Now  that  the  members  of  this  church  weic 

not  Jew?:,  but  Greeks,  I  think  indifputable  frum 
this  plain  conhderatton,  th^t  alter  the  time  of  Adrua 
the  bilhops  of  that  church  were  Greeks,  and  chat 
the  language  in  which  the  public  offices  were  per- 
ftnned  was  Gre^^k^  whereas  immediately  before  the 
biOiops  had  been  Hebrews,  and  the  public  offices 
bad  been  in  the  Hebrew  tongue. 

2.  If  there  was  any  confiderable  body  of  ortho- 
dox Jewifh  chriftians  it  is  extraordinary  that  no 
pardcuUr  mention  fliould  be  made  of  them  by  any 
ancient  writer.  Jerom  fpeaks  of  his  acquaintance 
with  learned  Ebion  tes  by  whom  he  was  taught  the 
Hebrew  tongue.  Living  as  he  did  in  the  country, 
be  might  as  eaflly,  on  your  idea,  have  found  learned 
orthodox  Jewiih  chriftians,  with  wixom  ic  would 
have  been  mor^  agreeable  to  him  to  alibciatej  uolefi 
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you  fuppofc  that  the  learned  Ebionites  were  here- 
tics, and  the  unlearned  orthodox. 

3.  As  fo  many  writers  fpeak  of  Ebionites,  or 
heterodox  Nazarenes,  it  would  furely  have  been 
natural  for  fomc  of  them  to  have  added,  that  they 
were  not  the  great  body,  or  at  lead  not  the  whole, 
of  the  Jcwifh  chriftians.  The  piention  of  the  one 
would  naturally  have  drawn  after  it,  on  fomc  occa- 
fion,  the  mention  of  the  other.  And  yet  no  ancient 
writer  fpeaks  of  them. 

4.  As  to  a  whole  church  of  orthodox  Jewidi 
chriftians  at  Jerufalem,  or  elfewhere,  we  hear  of  no 
intcrcourfc  between  any  fuch  church  and  other  or- 
thodox churches.  None  of  their  bifhops,  or  de- 
puties from  them,  appear  at  any  council;  no  appeals 
arc  ever  made  to  them ;  which  would  have  been 
natural,  as  to  the  mother  of  all  the  churches.  This 
is  cafily  accounted  for  on  the  fuppofition  that  all  the 
remains  of  the  Jewifh  chriftians  were  the  poor  and 
dcfpifed  unitarian  Ebionites,  refiding  chiefly  beyond 
the  fca  of  Galilee,  whofe  numbers  likcwife  were  in- 
confiderable ;  but  hard  to  be  fuppofed,  if  there  were 
any  churches  of  orthodox  Jewifti  chriftians,  refiding 
at  Jerufalem,  or  elfewhere. 

5.  If  there  was  any  confiderable  body  of  ortho- 
dox Jewirti  chriftians,  why  do  wc  never  hear  of  any 
Hebrew  gofpels  befides  that  of  Matthew  ?  If  they 
held  the  dodlrine  of  the  orthodox  gentile  churches 
concerning  the  perfon  of  Chrift,  it  is  probable  that 

C  they 


LSTTFRS  TO  THE 


they  would  have  had  the  fame  rcfpeft  for  the  other 
gofpels,  and  xhc  odier  books  of  the  New  1  cihaonrn^ 
and  yet  it  is  almolt  ceruin,  that  they  made  imk 
uTc  oi  them. 

By  way  of  apology  for  your  additions  to  the 

fcanty  accouiiu  ut  the  ancients,  conccraiiig  the  con- 
queft  of  Jerulakm  by  Adrian^  you  fay,  p.  38,  Thr 
ecclcfiaftical  hiftory  of  thofc  times  is  fo  very  ge- 
neral  and  unperfecb^  that  whoever  attempts  10 
make  out  a  coaliftent  ftory  from  aoy  andeac 

*•  wr  tcrs  which  are  come  down  10  us,  will  find 
<^  himlelf  under  the  ntceiiicy  of  helping  out  ihcir 
broken  accounts  by  his  own  conjeftures/' 

But  certainly,  Sir^  the  contradi^mg  of  ao  ancioit 
writer^  is  not  the  way  to  belp  eiu  his  account  oC 
ihings.  Now  Eufebius,  the  oldclt  writer  who  men- 
lions  the  fa&>  lays,  that  after  the  taking  of  the  city 
by  Adrian,  the  whole  nadon  of  the  Jews  (mm  f9iA-» 
which  excludes  all  didindion  with  rtlped  to  rdigicn) 
were  forbidden  even  to  lire  the  dcfohuion  of  their 
metropolis  at  a  diftance  \  To  belp  ibis  br^m 
account^  becaufc  it  does  not  contain  all  that  you  wiAi 
it  to  do  (though  I  lee  nothing  irskm  in  it)  yoa  £9 
that  the  Jews  were  allowed  to  remain  in  the  puc;:, 
and  enjoy  the  privileges  of  the  i£iian  colony,  00 

^t»fota  TO  maOtw  t&if#  iyMtJ^ofifim.  hift.  lib.  iv.  cap.  6« 

conijUtioa 
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condition  of  their  becoming  chriftians.  To  help  out 
this  addttioni  I  would  farther  add^  that  another  of 
the  terms  of  the  capitulation  was,  that  they  (hould 
frocn  that  time  fpeak  Greek,  as  without  this,  they 
could  have  derived  no  beheiic  from  the  offices  of  ^ 
Greek  church. 

■ 

Sulpicius  fijSf  that  by  this  feverity  to  the  inha* 
bicants  of  JeruCilem,  Adrian  thought  to  deftroy  tbt 
chriftian  faith.  But  to  this  you  oppolc  the  authority 
of  Orofius  (calling  it,  hbweirer,  p.  4J1  but  a  fiatber 

in  the  fcale)  that  when  the  Jews  were  excluded,  thfe 
chriliians  were  allowed  to  remain.  If  your  liberty 
of  helping  (fui  a  hroktn  ft^ry  may  be  exercifcd  bere» 
I  fhould  fav,  that  in  the  idea  even  of  this  writer, 
the  Creek  cbnftians  might  remain,  but  the  Jewijb 
not.  If  any  regard  is  CO  be  paid  to  Eofebifus,  the 
oldtft  hiftorian,  or  to  Sulpicius,  who  is  much  more 
circumftantial  than  Orofius,  and  on  that  account 
better  entitled  to  credit,  no  Jews,  chriftians  or 
others^  were  allowed  to  remain  in  the  place. 

To  make  your  account  the  more  probable,  you 

fay,  p,  44,  It  is  a  notorious  fa£l  that  Adrian  was 
not  unfavourable  to  the  chriltians,  and  that  the 
church  in  his  reign  obuined  a  refpite  from  per- 
"  fccutiun."  But  how  far  did  this  favour  to  chrif- 
tians extend  ?  You  fay,  the  fury  of  their  perfe- 
^  cutors  was  reftrained  by  the  imperial  refcripts  to 
"  the  provincial  governors,  who  were  direftcd  not 
^'to  proceed  againft  the  chriftians,  except  by  way  of 
^  regular  trial,  upon  the  allegation  of  fome  certain 

C  2  crimcj^ 
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crime,  and  when  nothing  more  was  alleged  thaa 

**  liiC  bare  nairie  of  chriiLianity,  to  punilli  the  in- 
"  forntr  as  a  lycoptiant,"    That  is,  as  the  hiltofy 
of  thofe  times  enables  us  to  interpret  it,  they  wcit 
not  to  be  punifhed  as  chriftians  till  they  were  proved  | 
to  be  lo,  which  was  the  cafe  in  the  rciga  ot  i  rajan, 
buc  does  not  amount  to  a  toleration  of  the  Jews  at  ] 
Jerufakm,  on  condition  of  their  embracing  cbrif-  j 
Jtianity. 

1 

Your  favourite  MoQicim  fays  (Hift.  vol.  i. 
p.  128)  that  what  was  done  by  Adrian  (in  whofe 
reign  the  perfecution  of  chriftians  had  raged  with 
peculiar  violence)  was  a  fulcmn  renewal  ot  the  law 
of  Trajan.  In  the  reign  of  Antoninus  Pius,  but  not 
before,  it  was  ordered  that  a  man  being  proved 
to  be  a  chriftian,  ihould  not  be  deemed  fuHicient 
for  his  condemnarion,  unlels  he  was  alfo  proved  to 

have  been  guilty  of  funic  crime  againll  the  ftate. 
There  is,  therefore^  little  reafon  to  think  that  Adriaa 
was  fo  well  difpofed  towards  chrtftianity ,  as  to  permit  ' 
the  rebellious  Jews  to  remain  in  Jerufalcm  on  coft- 
dition  of  their  embracing  it. 


I  am^  &c. 


LET  T  £R 


ARCHDEACON  OF  ST.  ALBANS.  U 

■ 


LETTER  III. 

O/  the  sr tfiimny  of  Epipbanius  to  the  Exifttnci  of  a 

Church  of  Orthodox  Jewijh  Chrijiians  at  Jerufa* 
km  after  the  time  of  Adrian. 

Rev.  S I Rv 

AFTER  the  preliminary  obfcrvations  contain- 
ed in  the  preceding  letter,  i  ihall  now  con« 
fidcr  the  teltimony  that  you  have  produced  from 
Epiphanius. 

You  fay.  p.  46,  tlKit thr  A7.7(vl2,  of  the  return 
of  the  Jews  from  Fella  to  Jcrulalem,  after  the  wars 
of  Adrian)  of  which  Dr.  Prieftley  has  done  me 
"  the  honour  to  make  me  the  inventor,  is  alTertcd 
«*by  Epiphanius. — The  confidence,"  you  add, 
«'  with  which  he  mentions  this,  as  a  faft  fgr^zed 

by  me,  is  only  one  inilance,  out  of  a  grcac 

number,  of  his  own  ihamelefs  intrepidity  in 

alTcrtion.'* 

If,  Sir,  you  wifh  to  reclaim  a  perfom,  you  fliould 

never  deprive  hi  in  of  all  charafter,  but  (hould 
leave  him  a  little^  a  fmall  root,  from  which  mof9 
may  afterwards  fpring.  Having  now  no  charac* 
ter  to  lofe,  being  capable  of  alierung  any  things 

C  3  true 
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true  or  falfc,  that  is  likely  to  anfwer  my  purpofe, 

I  will,  "  with  the  moft  (hamelcfs  intrepidity,**  tf- 
fert,  that  Epiphanius  mentions  no  fuch  faB  as  you 
fo  very  confidently  fuppofe  him  to  have  done.  After 
carefully  examining  the  paflage  which  you  have 
produced,  1  do  ipaintain,  that  in  it  he  makes  no 
mention  whatever  of  any  return  of  chriftian  jews 
from  Pella,  befidcs  that  which  took  place  after  the 
deftrudion  of  Jerufalem  by  Titus,  and  not  at  sdl  of 
any  return  after  the  dcftruftion  by  Adrian.  This 
is  moft  evident,  from  attending  to  the  very  next 
fentence  whiph  follows  the  words  that  you  have 
(juotcd.    The  whole  j)aflage  is  as  follows  ; 

After  mentioning  Aquila,  as  appointed  by 
Adrian,  the  infpeftor  of  his  works  at  £lia,  Epi* 
phanins  gives  the  following  hiftory  of  him.— 
^'  Aquila,  living  at  Jerufalem,  i|nd  feeing  t)ie  dtf« 

ciples  of  the  difciples  of  the  apoftles  flourifliing 
in  the  faith,  and  working  great  miracles,  cfpc-, 

*  dally  of  healing  (For  they  had  returned  from 
the  city  of  Pella  to  Jerufalem,  and  taught  there. 

*'  For  when  the  city  was  about  to  be  taken  by  the 
Romans,  all  the  difciples  had  been  forwamcd 
by  an  angel  to  leave  the  city,  which  was  dcvotr 
ed  to  deftru^ion.  Thefe>  leaving  it,  went  and 
dwelt  in  the  above-mentioned  Pella,  beyond 

•*  Jordan,  one  of  thofe  that  were  called  Decapolisj 
but  returning  after  the  defolation  of  Jerufalem, 
as  I  have  faid,  worked  nilracles).  Aquiia,  there- 
fore,  being  coovifced|  became  a  i;h{4ilian,  aod 

^  after 
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after  fome  time  requefting  the  feai  of  chriftiani- 
ty  [viz,  bapttfm]  obfaided  ic 

What  can  be  more  evident,  than  that;,  the  re- 
turn of  the  Jewi(h  chriftians  from  PcUa,  racDtioa^' 
cd  in  this  paflage  by  £piphanius>  is  that  return 
which  followed  the  deftruclion  of  Jcrulakm  by 
Titus?  For  he  fpeaks  of  their  having  left  that 
€icy>  antecedent  to  U^s  return  ro  it,  in  confequence 
of  being  warned  by  an  angel  fo  to  do,  which  was 
faid  to  be  the  cafe  before  the  deftruAion  by 
Titus,  but  nev.T  before  that  by  Adrian;  and  it 
was  by  the  difciples  of  thofe  who  then  .returned, 
that  Aquila  was  converted  to  chriftianity,  which 
was  prc^ably  a  confiderable  tiiDe  before  the  de* 
ftruftion  of  the  Jews  by  Adrian, 

Afcer  the  imperfeft  quotation  of  the  paffage  of 
which  I  have  given  the  entire  tranilation^  you  have 

•  O  TOiwi»  Axv>^j  3iapyftjy  cv  m  lepuffOknfA^  not  opuv  ra;  /4aS»i7j{5 
T«y  i^a^Mt  a7[(K-Q>^  av^H'jl^  tij  mni^  mcu  (nnfx£ia  fdsyaha  epya^o- 
/umt%        MM  oAAaw  ^aufiatJ^y .  mav  yap  mrpt^eah^  osro  IIiAMf^ 

^{  01  iioMou  fAthrxvai  utto  T)j$  'sroXrajj  fAt»i>t(rr^  opSVjv  a'jroKf^^M  • 
u  Tiyf^,  MM  fAiiwforat  ymfASvoiy  ukyktov  tv  Oeax^  t>)  zifoytypcctxusvn 

9fBmm^  hftra9^  mripci|iafli(« ^lytfia  (oyt^  9it$k^  • 
O !» AifiA«(  McSemiytif  tw  ^umia»%fm  x?irumTfu»  nnrwm. 

wof  h  fitia  x^Qvov  TTV  fv  xf a^^cey^^^  vtofuy^ak,     De  men*'' 

luris  ct  ponderibus,  Opeia^  vol.  3*  p.     i.  . 
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the  aflurance  to  add^  p.  47,    Whether  this  return 

"  of  the  chriftians  of  Jcrufalcm  from  Pclla,  took 
place  in  the  interval  between  the  end  of  Ticus'^ 
war  and  the  commencement  of  Adrian's,  or  af- 

"  tcr  the  end  of  Adrian's,  is  a  macccr  of  no  im-!- 
portance.  It  is  fufficient  for  my  purpofe  tiiar 
thefc  returned  chriftians  were  refiding  at  JcruCt- 
km,  or  more  properly  ac  ^lia,  at  the  famo 

^<  time  that  Aquila  was  refiding  there»  as  overfecr 
of  the  emperor's  works.    Let  not  the  public  be 

H  abufcd  by  any  cavils  which  ignorance  or  frau4 
may  r^ife  about  the  chronology  of  the  return/* 

But  certainly  it  muft  be  of  ccnfequence  to_ 
knoW;i  whether  Aquila  was  refiding  at  Jeru&lem 

after  the  dcftruftion  of  chat  city  by  Adrian  and 
this  is  mo  e  than  Epiphanius  fays,  or  is  at  all  pro- 
bable in  itfelf.  For  the  rebuilding  of  Jenifidem 
by  /Adrian,  in  which  Aquila  was  employed  by 
bim^  was  undertaken  in  the  i3tb  year  oi  his  reagOt 
a  year  before  the  revolt  of  the  Jewsj  and  it  was 
not  till  the  18  th  pf  Adrian,  that  they  wcr^  en- 
tirely fubdued. 

According  to  Epiphanius^  Aquila,  after  his 
(onverfion  to  chriftianity  by  the  defcendancs  of 
the  Jewifii  chriftians,  who  were  returned  from 
Pella  (retaining  his  former  pradices)  wa&txcotn^ 
municated  by  them.  After  this  be  bec^oieajew, 
and  applying  htmfeif  to  the  ftudy  of  the  fcrip^ 
turesj  made  a  tranflation  of  thco)  uico  Creek, 
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This  trandation  Cave  fuppofes  to  have  been 
made  A.  D.  128,  or  129,  the  nth  or  12th  of 
Adrian.  His  converfion  to  chriftianity,  there- 
fore, was  probably  prior  to  the  rtrign  of  Adrian; 
and  yet  that  is  the  only  circumftance  that  proves 
any  intercourfe  he  ever  had  with  Jewifh  chriftians 
returned  from  Pella.  On  which  fide  then  is  the 
ignorance^  I  fay  nothing  of  the  frauds  of  which  you 
fufpedk  me  in  this  bufincfs  ?  You  muft.  Sir,  dig 
deeper  than  you  have  yet  done,  for  the  foundation 
of  this  favourite  church. 

1  am,  &c. 


LETTER  IV. 

0/  the  Evidence  from  Jerom  in  Favour  of  the 
Exijlence  of  a  Church  of  Orthodox  Jewijh  Cbrif 
tians  at  Jerufalem  after  the  Time  of  Adrian. 

Rev.  Sir, 

I COME  now  to  the  two  paflTagcs  which  you 
have  quoted  from  Jerom,  That  on  which 
you  lay  the  grcateft  ftrefs  you  introduce  in  the 
following  manner.  "  But  I  give  him  Origen," 
p.  48.  I  will  reft  the  credit  of  my  feventh  pofi-- 
"  tion  upon  the  mention  which  occurs  in  Jcrom's 
Commentary  upon  Ifaiah,  of  Hebrews  believing 
in  Chrifti  as  diftinft  from  the  Nazarenes.  Jc' 
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rom  relates  two  diflferent  expofieions  of  the  pro* 

«  phccy  concerning Zabuion and  Naphcali,  deli vcr- 
ed  in  the  beginning  of  the  9th  chapter  of  Ifkiab, 

"  of  which  expofitions  he  aLi  ibes  the  one  to  the 

^  Hibrews  bcUiVtng  in  Chrijt,  the  other  to  the 
NazauMs.  The  charaftcr  giwn  of  thefe  He- 
brews,  that  they  believed  in  Cbrijly  without  any 
thing  to  diftinguiih  their  belief  from  the  com* 

^  toon  belief  of  the  churchy  without  anf  note  of 
its  error  or  imperfeftion,  is  a  plain  character  of 
complete  orthodoxy." 

It  is  fomcwhat  reniarkable,  that  having  be- 
fore maintainedj  that  thofe  whom  Jcrom  call- 
ed NazareneSy  in  his  epiftle  to  Auftin,  were 
orthodox  cbrijhansy  you  Ihould  now  allow  that,  by 
the  fame  term,  be  here  means  bereiics ;  and  that 
the  phrafe^  believing  in  Chrijl^  fhould  now  be  a 
ch^ra&er  of  complete  ortba^oxy^  when  m  that  epiftle 
it  is  predicated  of  the  heretical  Ebionites.  What 
clue  can  we  have  to  any  man's  meaning,  if  he  be 
fuppofcd  to  ufe  terms  in  fuch  different,  and  even 
oppofitefenfes?  When  neither  himfelf,  nor  any 
qihcr  writer,  ever  fays  that  there  were  two  iuch 
Y^X  ^ffc^^At  kinds  of  Nazarenes^  what  right  can 
jQM  b^ve  t0  aflort  that  there  were  ? 

The  paffage  in  Jerom  on  whichj  though  you 
lay  fo  much  ftre(s»  you  do  not  quote,  is  as 

follows.    In  his  interpretation  of  Ifaiah  ix.  14. 

(cited  in  Mdtc«  iv«  60  he  fajSi      Galilee  of 
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the  Gentiles  Aquila  tranfl  itcs  Stvaj  of  the  Gen- 
tile^  and  ^yixunachus  sbe  boundaria  oi  the  Gen- 
tiles.  By  diM  we  underftand  heaps  of  fand  on 
(eacoafts^  or  fliores.  The  Hebrews  believing  in 
CbriA^  interpret  the  parage  in  this  manner*  At 
firft  thefe  two  tribes,  IZabulon  and  NapfataU) 
were  taken  by  the  Ailyrians,  and  carried  into 
their  enemies  couatrjTf  and  Galilee  was  deftroyed  i 
which  the  prophet  now  fays  was  relieved,  bccaufe 
he  bore  the  fins  of  the  people.  But  afterwards 
not  ooly  the  two  tribes,  but  the  reft  that  dwelled 
beyond  Jordan,  in  Samaria,  were  earned  cap- 
tive.  And  this  they  fay  the  fcripture  now  de- 
Clares,  that  the  country  whofe  people  were  firft 

'  carried  captive,  and  began  to  Icrvc  the  Babylo- 
nians,  and  which  was  lirll:  involved  in  the  dark- 
nefs  of  error,  was  the  firft  to  fee  the  11  zht  of 

Chrift  preaching  to  them,  and  from  it  the  gofpel 
♦«  was.  preached  to  all  other  nations.    The  Naza« 
^  renes,  wbofi  opinion  J  have  given  aiwe^  thus  air 
dcavour  to  explain  the  pafTage.    Chrift  coming, 
and  his  preaching  fhining  iorth,  in  the  firft  place 
^  the  country  of  2abulon  and  Naphcalim,  being 
delivered  from  tlie  error  of  the  fcribe$  and  phari- 
fees,  (hook  from  their  necks  the  heavy  yolce  of 
Jewilh  traditions ;  but  afterwards,  by  the  preach- 
*^  ing  of  the  apoftle  Paul,  who  was  the  laft  of  the 
^  apoftles,  the  preaching  was  increafed^  or  multi- 
^  plied,  and  the  gofpel  of  Chrift  (hone  to  the  ut- 
moft  boundaries  of  the  Gentiles,  and  of  the  ocean. 
Then  all  the  world>  which  before  walked,  or  fat,* 
^\lfk  darknefs,  and  was  held  in  the  chains  of 
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idolatry  and  dcatbt  the  clear  light  of  the 
"gofpciV 

Before  you  can  ihow  that  this  pailage>  on  which 
you  lay  fo  much  ftreis,  is  at  all  to  your  purpofe, 

you  niuft  prove  the  three  following  things.  Firft, 
nbsx  tbi  Uiiriws  beUtving  in  Cbrifi  were  difi^nc 
from  the  Hazarms.  Secondly,  that  the  former 

*  Pro  GmHIm  Gtmium  AqaiU  gentiom,  Symmichutt 
terninot  gentiom  inicrpreuci  itiot  i  dfreec**  antem  tamolot 
iotclligimas  irenanim,  qui  vel  in  litlonbns  ?el  In  ripii  fuot 
Hebrxi  credentft  in  Cbriftum  huoc  locam  ita  ediH'erunt. 

Friroo  icmpore  hae  dune  tribus  Zabulon  ci  NephLaiuu  ib  Af- 
fyriis  capijc  fuot  et  du^t^  in  hoflilcm  terrain,  &  Galllxa 
dcferta  cfl,  quam  nunc  prophets  dicit  alleviatam  clic,  eoquo4 
peccau  populi  fullineiet.  Poltca  autcm  non  folum  dux  uibni^ 
fed  etreliqus  qiue  babiubaot  trans  Jordanem  in  SaiDartt^ 
dii^ae  fuot  in  captiviutcin*  £t  hoc,  inquiunc  fcriptura  nunc 
dicit,  quod  regiicujutpopulnt  primus  dndni  eft  in  captivtutcn 
§t  BnbiloDiU  fervire  ccepit,  et  quo:  prius  in  tcncbris  verfiibttttr 
errorii,  ipfe  primum  Incem  prxdicantit  viderit  Chridi,  ec 
cat  ca  in  univeifjs  gentcs  fit  evangelium  femlnarum.  Nazaro:!, 
quorum  opinioncui  iupra  pofui,  hunc  locum  ita  expiaaare 
conantur.  Advcr.ientc  Chrillo,  ci  pracdicaticnc  iliius  coruf- 
cante,  prima  terra  Zabtlnn  <S^'  terra  Ntphtalim  fcribarom  ct 
pbarifasorum  eft  crroribus  liber aia,  et  gravil&jnum  cradi- 
lionum  judaicarnm  jugnm  excuiHc  de  ccrvkibut  ftiis^ 
Pofica  avtem  per  evangelium  spottcH  Pattli»  qui  oovifitaiat 
apoaorani  omniua  fuity  iogravata  eft,  i.  e,  niiltiplicata  pf»- 
dicatio,  k  In  termmos  gentium  &  vtam  uoiverfi  maris  Chriili 
cvangelium  fplenduit.  Dcnique  Offlaisorbist  qui  aaie  ambo- 
labat  vel  fedebat  in  tenebrif,  &  idolaCria»*ac  mortis  vincniia 
tenel)a(ar,  iidrum  ev<va|;€licum  lumen  afpcxic.  0|>e;a,  vol. 
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were  completely  orthodox  and  thirdly^  that  thofe 
orthodox  Jewiih  chriftians  refidcd  ac  Jerufaletn« 

A  [id  ic  appears  to  me  that  aot  one  of  thcfc  iuppu- 
ficiuns  is  at  all  probable* 

That  by  Nazarenes  Jcrom  did  not  intend  any 
other  than  the  Hebrews  believing  in  ChriJ,  but  only 
meant  to  vary  his  mode  of  expreflion,  is  probabks 
from  this  confidcration ;  that,  after  giving  a  tranf- 
lation  of  the  paflage  by  Aquila  and  SymmachiiS9 
both  Ebionitesy  he  fpeaksof  the  interpretation  of  the 
prophecy  by  the  Hebrew  chrillians  in  general,  and 
then  fays,  the  Nazarencs,  wbcfe  opinion  be  had  given 
above,  explained,  or  illuftratcd  it,  in  the  manner  that 
has  been  reprelented.  The  opinion  to  which  he 
referred,  as  given  above^  was,  therefore,  probably, 

that  of  the  Hebrews  believ'^ng  in  Chrijl,  And  the 
explanations  ot  the  paflage  arc  not  at  all  different 
from  one  another,  but  the  latter  a  farther  illuftration 
of  the  former;  tlic  one  being  an  interpretation  of 
the  prophecy,  and  the  latter  a  more  particular  appU« 
cation  of  it  to  the  time  of  Chrift,  and  the  gofpcL 

This  paffage,  therefore,  which  you  have  quoted . 

as  dccifively  in  your  favour,  inftead  of  proving  that 
the  Hebrews  believing  in  Cbrffi  were  different  from 
the  Nazarenes^  furnilhes  an  additional  argument 
diat,  in  the  idea  of  Jerom,  they  were  the  very  fame 
people if  it  does  not  alfo  prove  that  their  opinions 
were  the  fame  with,  thoie  of  Aquila  and  Symma<«^ 
chu3,  or  of  the  Ebionites* 
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You  may,  indeed,  fay  that  the  opinion  of  tlic 
Nazarcnes  to  which  Jcrom  reters,  as  given  above^ 
Was  that  account  of  the  Nazarenes  which  Is  found  in 
his  commentary  on  the  preceding  chapter,  viz. 

their  io  receiving  Chrifl:  as  not  to  abandon  the  old 
"  law/^  But  the  remotcnefs  of  the  pafiage,  and  its 
having  no  relation  to  the  fiib}e61:  of  which  he  is  treat- 
ing in  his  commentary  on  tlie  ninth  chapter,  make 
it  improbable. 

2.  Admitting  that  Jerom  alluded  to  fome  dif« 
ference  between  the  Htirms  Micvmg  in  Cbrift  and 
ibe  Nazarenes^  it  is  fir  from  following,  that  the 
former  were  completely  orthodox^  and  the  latter  not. 
For  the  pbrafe  biUmng  in  Cbrifi  is  appKed  both 
by  Origcn  and  Jcrom  to  the  heretical  Jcwifh  chrif- 
tians.  His  not  cxpre61y  faying  that  they  were  he- 
THits  in  this  phce,  on  which  you  lay  lb  much  ftieft^ 
can  never  prove  that  they  were  compktely  orthodox  \ 
£nce  their  herefy  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  fubjcft 
of  which  Jerom  is  here  treating. 

All  the  difference  l^etwcen  thefe  two  defcriptions 
Jewiih  chriftians  that  Jerom  can  be  fuppofcd  to 
allude  to,  is  fuch  a  one  as  Origen  made  of  two  forts 
of  Kbionites,  viz.  one  who  believed  tlie  miraculous 
conception,  and  the  other  who  diibelieved  it ;  of 
that  of  Juftln,  viz.  of  thofe  who  would  hold  com- 
munion with  tlic  gentile  diriftians,  and  thofe  who 
would  noL 

•    «  It 


Digitized  by  Googli 


ARCHDEACON  OF  ST.  ALBANS.  jt 

It  muft  ftrike  die  learned  tcitdcv^**  you  fkf^ 
"p.  53,     that  the  Nazarenes  mentioned  by  St.  . 
Jcrom,  in  the  paflage  to  which  I  now  refer,  of 
his  annoutions  on  Ifaiab,  muft  have  been  a  dif- 
ferent  people  from  thofe  nnencianed  by  faim  with 

**  iuch  contempt  in  his  epiftle  to  St.  Aullin,  and 
defcribed  by  Epipbanius.  The  Nazarenes  here 
^  inentioned  by  Sc.  Jerom,  held  the  Scribes  and 
**  Pharifccs  in  dctcftation,  their  traditions  in  con- 
tempt,  and  the  apoftle  St.  Paul  m  high  venera- 
tkm."  Now  I  fee  no  intimation  trt  this  paflage, 
of  there  being  any  other  kinds  of  Nazarenes,  01* 
JewiQi  chriftians,  betides  fuch  as  Paul  found  at  Je* 
nifalem  in  his  lad  journey  thither,  the  more  intelli- 
per.t  of  them  being  his  friends,  and  rejoicing  in  the 
luccds  of  his  preaching.  But  even  his  grcateft  ene- 
mies mnft  have  admitted,  that  the  knowledge  of 
chriftianity  was  extended  by  his  means,  which  is  all 
that  Jcrom  fays  of  the  Nazarenes  in  this  place.  As 
to  the  traditbnsof  the  Scribes  and  Pharifee^,  we  read 
6f  no  Jewilh  chriftians  who  did  not  bold  them  in 
contempt. 

3.  Allowiiig  both  that  the  Hetrews  helievittg  in 

Cbrift  and  the  Nazarenes  were  different  people,  and 
thae  the  former  were  completely  orthodox,  it  will 
not  follow  that  there  was  a  church  of  them  at  Je- 
rulklcm,  which  is  the  thing  that  you  contend  for. 

On  thefe  foundations,*'  however,  you  fay,  p.  j 

which  a  ftrongcr  arm  than  Dr.  Prieftley's  (hall  noc 
be  able  to  tear  up^  ftands  the  chuKb  of  orthodox:' 
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"  Jewiih  chriftians  at  Jerufaletn,  to  which  the  aA 
fercors  of  the  catholic  faith  will  not  fcruplc  to 

"  appeal,  in  proof  of  the  antiquity  of  their  do<£bine, 
whatever  offence  the  very  aiention  of  the  urtho- 
dox  church  at  Jerufalem  may  give  to  the  enraged 
Ilercnarch.",  ' 

Alas!  thefe  M€W  fcundations^  being,  like  the 
former,  built  upon  the  fand,  are  alfp  completely 

i'wept  away.  I  will  add,  tlut  he  muft  be  a  buliicr 
man  than  he  that  rebuilt  Jericho,  who  ihall  auempc 
to  reftore  them. 

But  this  is  not  the  only  paflagc  in  Jerom  to  which 
you  appeaL   You  alfo  fay,  p.  58,  that     he  men- 
tions  Nazarenes  who  held  the  do£hrine  of  cur 
"  Lord's  divinity.    For,  by  an  expofition  of  Ifaiah, 
viii.  13,  14.  which  Sl  Jerom  afcribes  to  them,  it 
appears  that  they  acknowledged  in  Chrift  die 
m^ni:  mm  [the  Lord  of  Hofts]  of  the  Old  TcA 
tamcnt.*'    For  any  thing  like  a  fhadow  of  a 
proof  of  this  moft  extraordinary  aflertion,  I  a  long 
time  looked  in  vain,  and  thought  the  reference 
mutt  have  been  mifprinted  ;   but  at  length,  confi- 
dering  what  kind  of  a  rcafoner  I  had  to  do  with»  I 
believe  1  difcovcrcd  your  real  ideas  on  the  Tub- 

The  prophet  fays  (ch.  viii.  13,  14.)  SanBify  tbi 
Lord  of  Hojis  himjclf^  and  let  bim  be  your  fear^  and 
lit  bim  iey&ur  dread ;  and  be  foaU  be  for  a  fanSuarf% 
hut  for  afione  offlumbang^  and  for  a  r§ck  of  offence^ 

to 
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ioib  tht  boufcs  of  Ifrael,  for  a  ^in  and  for  a  fnart 

to  the  Inbabiimis  of  Jerufalem. 

In  his  comnicntary  on  thit  paffage,  Jerom  fays, 
the  Nazarenes  (who  fo  received  Chritt,  as  not  CQ 
abandon  the  obfervance  of  the  old  law)  interprtc 
•*  thcfetwohoufesofSammaiandHillel,  from  which 
•*  arolc  the  fcribcfiand  phanfees,  &cc.  and  that  thcfe 
were  the      bonftt  which  did  not  receive  the 

•*  Saviour,  who  was  Lo  thtrm  for  a  dciUuitioa  afid 
an  offence 

Jerom,  however,  does  not  make  the  inference 
that  you  do,  viz.  that  bccaufe  the  Nazarenes 
thoti^t  that  this  prophecy  referred  to  the  times  of 
Chrift,  and  to  his  rejcdion  by  thcfcribcs  andphari- 
fecs,  they  believed  Chrift  to  be  the  Lord  of  Hofts. 
They  only  call  him  tbt  Swiouft  meaning,  probably 
a  perfon  fpcakiog  and  afting  by  authority  from 

*  PuM  dottat  Naaatei  (^ai  tta  Chriftiua  mlpiant  yt  ob- 
htvwaonm  legit  vettrts  noa  amicuni)  doai  familitt  incerpr^- 
tantar  Samai  et  Hillel,  ex  quibut  orti  falit  fcrtbe  tt  pbarf- 
quoram  fafcepit  fcbolam  Aitibss,  quern  M^lram  Aq«l- 

l£  prorditi  autumant,  ct  poll  cum  Mcir;  cui  fucceflit  Johan- 
iTCn,  filius  Zacharf  i,  ct  poll  euni  Bliezcr,  ec  per  ordioem  Del- 
pYiOny  ct  rurfum  jofeph  GalilsuS,  ct  ufquf*  ad  c«ptiviutem 
Hieiufaiem  Jofue.  Samai  igitur  et  liillel,  non  muUo  pnus 
quam  domians  aml^retar  oiti  Aiat  hi  JodlNb  quormn  prior 
iaterprCMliir,  leqime  frtfkmuu  $  eo  quod  par  tradl« 
aieiiet  at  i^^^HUt  tei,  lefi*  F«etpta  dlCpftverhi  atqae 
jMcalavtriat.  £t  bat  e£e  Jumm  dmiu^  qu«  iaivatorem  aoa 
rcccpcn'nt,  qui  fadus  fit  eu  ia  ruinam  et  io  fcaadaltta* 
Opcfa,  volt     p.  32. 

D  God» 
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God,  who  was  in  reality  rejcftcd  by  thofe  who  rc- 
jcded  his  meffcnger,  though  a  mere  man.  As  our 
Lord  htmfclf  fays,  Luke  x.  6.  He  thai  defpifeib  yeu^ 
iejpifelh  me  ;  and  be  that  defpifeth  me,  dejpfetb  bim 
thai  jen(  me.  On  this  ground  you  might  rank  both 
the  Nazarenes,  and  all  the  modern  profeflfcd  uiuca- 
rian*?,  with  believers  in  the  divinity  of  Chrift.  You 
might  even  make  them  believers  in  the  divinity  of 
the  apoftlest  and  that  of  all  the  preachers  of  the 
gofpel.  But  having  no  better  evidence  of  the  or* 
thodoxy  of  the  Nazarenes,  you  were  obliged  to 
nnake  the  bed  of  this,  which  will  prove  a  great  deal 
too  much. 

1  wonder,  however,  that  this  mode  of  interpret- 
ing fcripture  does  not  logger  cyeo  yourfelf.  I 

thought  that  the  moft  crthoclox  of  the  prcicnt  day 
had  believed  that  the  perlon  charaSeriled  by  the 
title  of  the  L&rd  of  Uofls  had  been  not  tbt  SoUy  but 

the  Falhcf\  If  tlic  LorJy  i.  e.  Jehovah^  of  Hofts^ 
which  is  no  doubt  lynonymous  to  Jehovah,  dk^o^ 
lutely  fo  called,  be  the  San,  it  will  be  difficult  to 

fiud  ii^d  luiba  *iiiy  where  in  the  Old  Teilaaicat. 

Thus  I  have  confidered  alt  the  evidence,  pofitive 

or  prefumptive,  that  you  have  produced  for  the 
cxiftence  of  a  church  of  orthodox  Jewi(h  chriftuiis 
at  Jerufalerh  after  the  time  of  Adrian.  I  have  par- 
ticularly confidered  your  five  quotations  frOm  an- 
cient writers,  and  do  not  find  that  to  much  as  ooe 
of  them  is  at  all  to  your  purpofe* 
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Thus  again  ends  this  church  of  orthodox  Jewifli 
chriftians  at  Jerufalem,  planted  by  Moflieim,  and 
deftroycd  by  the  too  copious  watering  of  the  Arch- 
deacon of  St.  Albans, 

1  aoiy  &c« 


t   E   T   t   E   R  V. 

Of  the  Mracukus  Conception. 
Rav.  Sir, 

YOUR  Sermon  on  she  Jncarnaiion  ought  to  be 
confidered  as  making  part  of  our  concro- 
Tcrly ;  and  indeed  it  might  with  more  propriety 
have  beca  ciuiiied  a  Difcourfe  againft  myfelf,  as  you 
haire  contrived  to  introduce  into  it  refle&ions  on 
every  opinion  that  I  have  at  any  time  advanced, 
that  you  could  think  would  make  me  appear  in  an 
obnoxious  light.  But  for  this  I  am  not  furry  i  be* 
caufe  the  more  thofe  opinions  are  kept  in  view,  the 
fooner  will  the  horror  they  at  firit  infpire  go  off. 
.  In  time  mankind  will  \x,  kis  offended  at  them,  and 
may  come  to  approve  what  they  now  diflike.  As 
to  mere  abufCy  in  which  light  only  thofe  refiedions 
can  be  coniiUered  a&  they  appear  in  this  Sermon,  I 
:  D  2  ibink 
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think  my  time^  and  even  my  ink^  of  too  much 
value  to  be  thrown  away  in  anfwcring  ic« 

As  CO  the  miraculous  conception,  to  which  your 

Sermon  ciucily  relates,  I  do  not  pretend  to  make 
'  myfelf  a  party  for  or  againll  it»  having  only  endea- 
voured to  fupply  materials  for  forming  a  right 
judgment  in  the  cafe.  But  I  cannot  help  obftrrv- 
ing  that»  inAead  ot  nvfi  lights  you  have  thrown  upon 
ic  a  great  mafs  of  additional  darkmjs^  and  of  a 
deeper  fliadc  than  any  thing  that  has  been  produced 
by  thech  ifiianFailicrs^  at  leait  till  long  attar  the 
council  of  Nice. 

With  rcfpcd  to  the  imforiance  of  the  doftrii^c 
you  (iiy,  p.  7,  that,     as  an  anicle  of  the  chriftian 
"  faith,  it  is  evidently  the  foundation  of  the  whole 
dillindion  between  the  charafter  of  Chrift,  in  the 
^  condition  of  ii.iMR»  and  that  of  any  other  pio- 
phet.    Had  the  conception  uf  Jefus  bccu  in  the 
natural  way,  had  he  been  the  fruit  of  Mary's 
marriage  with  her  haflnndy  hb  incercourie  witfa 
the  Deity  could  have  bern  of  no  other  kind  than 
the  nature  of  any  oihcr  man  might  have  equally 
admitSBd,**—«aiid  how  it  (bould  difier  (p.  ^) 
ocherwife  than  in  the  degree  of  frequency 
and  intimacy,  it  will  not  be  eafy  to  explain,  unlc& 
*f  we  adhere  to  the  feith  tranfmkted  to  usfron^the 
primitive  ages,  and  bdicve  that  the  eternal  word, 
who  was  in  the  beginning  with  God,  and  was 
God,  fo  joined  to  himfelf  tlir  hofy  chiag  wkch 
was  formcdm  Mary*s  womb^  tte  tilr«  Iwo  ihh 

3  **  turcs. 
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turcs^  from  the  cooimeaceaieDt  of  the  Virgin's 
c<  owception^  made  one  perfoo-^-Jefus,  accord** 

ing  to  the  primitive  d*^ctrinc_,  was  lb  uniied  to 
the  ever  iiviog  word,  that  the  very  extfteoce  of 
the  mm  confifted  in  this  union." 


k  was»"  you  fay,  p.  1 clearly  diedoftrifi«  of 
holy  writ,  and  notUngelfe,  which  the  Fathers 
"  fertcd,  in  terms  borrowed  from  the  fdioois  piii- 
lorppbyi  when  they  atfirnied^  that  the  very  prin- 
ciplc  of  perfonality  and  individual  exiftence  it| 
*^  Mary's  fon,  was  union  with  the  uncreated  word, 
A  dodrinein  which  the  miraculous  conception 
**  would  have  been  implied,  had  the  thing  not  been 
•*  recorded ;  fince  a  man  conceived  in  the  ordinary 
way  would  have  derived  the  principles  of  his  ex- 
•*  iftcnce  from  the  mere  phyfical  powers  of  genera- 
tion.    Union  with  the  divine  nature  could  not 
^  have  been  the  principle  of  an  exiftence  phyfically 
•*  derived  from  Adam ;  and  that  intimate  union  of 
*^  God  and  man  in  the  Redeemer's  pcrfon,  which 
^  the  feriptures  ib  clearly  aiTcrt^  had  been  a  phyficd 
^  impoffibility/' 


4( 


Tou  add,  p.  I  ^,     On  the  other  hand,  it  were 

not  diffi  ui:  ro  (liew,  that  :hc  miraculous  concep- 
tion, once  admicccd,  naturally  brings  up  after  it 
the  great  doftrines  of  the  atonenoem^  and  die  in- 


carnatioa." 


Totheie  unonitb  iflcrtions,  expctlTod  an  ian»» 
gud^e  Utterly  uirisicUigifalc,a]id  equally  unwarranfisi 

D3  by 
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by  fcripture,  or  reafon,  I  fliall  make  no  particulaf 
reply.  Hi  that  can  receive  sbem,  lei  him  recme 
them.  I  fhall  only  obfervc,  in  g  neral,  that  if  I 
fl^iuuld  prolcfs  mylclf  an  opponent  of  the  dodrinc 
of  the  miraculous  conception,  I  could  not  wifli  for 
a  fuller  refutarion  of  it,  than  y(jur  being  able  to 
prove  that  thefe  very  abfurd  dodnncs  do,  as  you 
fay,  neceflartly  depend  upon  it.  I!  fliall  add, 
that  if  Chrilt  had  lo  exuaurJinary  a  commuui- 
cation  with  God,  in  confcquence  of  his  having  no 
father,  what  mull  have  been  the  cafe  with  Adam, 
Yilxo  had  neither  father  nor  mother  ? 

When  you  fliall  fee  wlat  I  have  advanced  on 
this  fubjcd,  in  the  fourth  volume  of  my  Utfiory  of 
early  Opinions  concerning  Chrift^  you  will  be  better 
qualified  to  write  about  it  than  you  were  at  the  time 
of  compofmg  this  Sermon.  This  Utfiory  you  iroK 
nically,  p.  12,  call  my  great  work,  printing  it 
twice  in  capitals.  This  work,  wiucli  is  iiuw  before 
th^public,  and  may  be  m  your  hands,  you  arc  wel- 
come to  treat  ironically,  or  ferioudy,  as  you  pleaiie. 
Cut  you  will  lead  many  oi  your  readers  10  conclude, 
that  I  bad  myfelf  called  it  z great  workf  whereas  I  do 
not  recoUeft  that  I  have  any  where  called  ic  more 
th^n  z  large  work y  which  docs  not  imply  fo  much 
▼anity  as,  in  p.  86>  you  afcribe  to  me.  If  that 
work  Ihould  ftand  its  ground  again(t  the  fierce  at- 
tacks of  the  Arch  iLacon  of  St.  Albans,  the  learned 
Profefibr  of  Arabic  at  Oxford,  the  more  learned 
^  JVlr>  Howes  of  Norwich,  and  the  other  learned  or-  - 
^        ^^r>  I  *  thodox 
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thodox  divines,  at  home  and  abroad,  whof  animad- 
vcrfioDs  it  openly  challenges,  it  may  delervc  a  aiore 
honourable  epithet  than .  I  hare  yet  given  it.  At 
prefent  it  is  only  a  candidate  lor  the  approbation 
#f  tkoic  who  are  proper  j  udges  of  iu  merit. 

r 
a 

I  am,  &€• 


LETTER  Vh 

Mlifcillanequs  Jbrtifkf.  , 

Re  V.  S  I  R, 

WERE  I  difpofed  to  indulge  myfelf  in  no- 
ticing all  the  ftnnge  polkions,  and  incon* 
dufive  reafonings,  with  which  your  Remarks  aboundj, 
I  ihould  make  a  much  larger  work  than  I  fear  my 
readers  would  care  to  kok  through.  Having,  tfaere^ 
fore,  abundantly  refuted  every  thing  on  which  y<H| 
^ourfelf  pretend  to  lay  the  n^oft  (trefs,  I  (hall  hi 
vtxy  flxort  in  my  ttinafkson  other  things^  to  whicbi 
however,  you  ftrongly  folicit  my  attention.- 


I.  At 
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L 

As  to  my  coni^rudtion  ihc  prjfagt  m  ^JiLuSid^ 
Jm%  wc  arc  iu&cicotly  coooc  to  aa  iOue.  i  m 
iiiUy  (ki$6cd  vith  what  I  have  advioccd  in  fuppoa 
of  ic»  aod  have  nothing  to  add ;  acidj  concecnptu- 
oufly  as  you  treat  it»  p.  32, 1  Ihould  aot  feel  mykk' 
difpoicd  to  dtftruft  it  on  that  account,  even  if  I  had 
not  the  concurrence  of  fuch  names  as  BcauTobrc  and 
Dr.  Lardncr  in  my  favour*  I  do  not  know  chat  yoo 
can  produce  the  name  of  any  writer  whatever  ia  fa- 
vour of  your  imerpretatioii. 

With  refped  to  tbi  pajjagts  from  Cbryfoficm^  jou 
will  find  in  my  hrger  work  (if  you  Ifaouid  coo* 
defcend  to  look  into  fuch  2  quaniiiy  oi  u>if^K:jZ  i^J 
terature)  that  your  conilrudlion  of  his  meaning  i& 
contradiAid  byhimfidf.  You  youffclf,  bowever^ 
acknowledge  all  that  I  want,  when  you  iay,  p.  32, 

the  apoftks  fiift  taught  what  was  eaficft  to  be 
^  learned,  and  went  on  to  higher  points*  as  the 
^<  minds  of  their  catechuoiens  became  abk  to  bear 

them/*  jFof^'in  raUtyt  icitnkeB  00  diSeienoe 
bom  wfiitever  wMTfVf  it  was  that  the  apofUes  did 
not  chufe  GO  ceach  the  dodhne  of  Cimit's  divuutfji 
or  of  the  tfioity.  If  chriftiaiis  were  nor  imgbi 
doftrin®,  they  could  not  kmvf  diem»  and 
mnfequeoily  they  muiit  have  hp^n  umtaons^  citt 
they  were  iqitraOed  ia  then;  %xA^  aftaUite 
FMofs  Ay«  w«Bmc;  till  (he  jiublkatM^  of  tk 
of  Jobi\« 

1h% 
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The  learned  and  judicious  Mr.  Bafnage,  though 

a  crinitarian,  very  frankly  acknowledges,  thatChrift: 
found  the  Jews  in  uecer  ignorance  of  che  divinity  of 
their  Mefliah,  that  his  objeft  was,  "  co  accuftom 
**  them  infcnfibly  to  a  myftcry  fo  much  above  their 
reaibn,  and  forefecing  that  the  church  would  revolt 
*'  againft  it.'*  Chryfoftom,  he  lays,  has  fuccccQcd 
ia  maintaimag  thu*  Hift.  des  J  mis.  L.*  v.  cap.  ix» 
f.  3. 

IIL 

Toa  are  pleaicd  to  ridicule  my  Lsgicy  p.  i  at 
confounding  beings  fubjlance^  and  Jubjlraium^  and 
you  find  me    unappiized  of  chat  great  prindpie^ 
^  without  which  a  logician  will  handle  hi$  took  but 
aukwardly,  tuuc  the  genus  cannot  be  predicated 
of  the  fpecific  difierences.'*    1  cannot  cell  where 
you  learned  thia  curious  logic,  with  which  I  ac*» 
knowledge  I  am  uucriy  unacquainted ;  and  I  inuu 
gine  it  is  equally  unknown  to  common  fenie.  F<xv 
according  to  it,  finoc  mm  arc  divided  into  WhiUs 
and  Blacks^  &c.  &c.  and  the  Whites  may  be  fubdi- 
'vklod  into  thofe  of  £urope  and  Afia,  &c.  and  the 
Blacks  into  the  Negroes  of  Africa,  and  other  diftind: 
Ipecks  motbor  parts  of  the  world,  it  would  ioilow, 
line  it  cwinot  widi  propriety  be  laid  of  my  paiticQ- 

lar  Whitts  or  Blacks,  that  they  are  juou  ^ind  it 
wauid  be  ftill  lets  proper  to  lay  that  they  arc  mn- 
9mb  or  rpeMtuns,  and  leaft  of  ail  that  they  m 
iuMgjy  that  is,  that  they  have  any  exigence  at  aii« 
However,  it  is  unufuaUy  modeft  in  you,  to  alior 
that  even  great  men  have  fallen  into  the  £ime  error 

with 
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Nviiii  myfclf,  in  fuppofing  ihjit  being  is  an  univerfal 
genus,  under  which  all  other  genera  rank  as  ipcr 
cits."    1  am  content  to  ciafs  witb  (hefe  great 

men,  greater,  as  yuu  fay,  than  rpyfclf^ 

IV. 

I  am  particularly  amufed  with  your  account  of 
the  diffenters  in  this  country,  with  whom  it  may  be 
prefumcd  that  I  am  better  acquainted  than  you  are* 
And  yet,  in  con  rauiction  to  wluit  1  affcrted,  and 
to  what  1  am  confident  every  difienting  minif- 
ter,  of  any  denomination  whatever,  will  acknow* 
ledge  to  be  true,  you  Lr^ely  maintain,  p.  63,  tha^ 

Calvinifm  is  almoft  extinguilhed  among  us.** 
However^  I  the  lefs  wonder  at  your  ignorance  of 
ancient  fe5ls  \vr..n  you  fo  peremptorily  decide  with 
Tcrpedk  to  modern  ones^  arguing  on  the  moft  falla- 
cious principles,  and  negleding,  or  defpifmg,  the 
fureil  and  the  n.oil  eafily  acceffible  fources  of  in- 
formation.   1  finccrely  wilh,  that  the  raiioual  Dif^ 
/enters  were  more  numerous  than  they  are ;  but  the 
fmallnefs  of  ilicir  number,  compared  to  that  of 
the  Calviniftic  diOenters,  is  a  clear  proof  of  the  truth 
of  my  general  maxim,  that  great  bodies  do  not  fooa 
change  their  u^Mnions  ;  and  that  maxim  affords  the 
ftrongeft  prtfumption  that  the  body  of  chri(tiaDS» 
havi  ng,  according  to  the  acknowledgement  of  all  the 
Fathers,  been  at  firft  uni tar i tins,  could  not  foon  be- 
come trinitarians.  Accordingly,  there  are  thecleareft 
indications  that,  in  fad,  they  continued  to  be  uni- 
tarians for  feveral  centuries. 

V.  You 
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V-  - 

You  have  taken  great,  but  uoneceflkiy  pains,  to 
prove  that  the  places  in  which  Mr.  Lindfey  and 

myfelf  officiate,  are  propcvly  conveniicksy  p.  72,  be- 
caule  we  who  preach  in  them  are  not  auchorifed  by 
law.  It  is  a  matter  of  little  confequence  by  what 
name  they  arc  called,  fince,  even  in  the  word  and 
mod  obnoxious  fenfe  of  the  term»  as  places  unau- 
tbcrifed  ky  law,  the  apoftles  generally  preached  in 
conventicles. 

ft 

I  lliould  think,  however,  that  if,  by  any  accident, 
an  unauthorifed  di£eating  miniiler,  Ul^e  mykif, 
fiiould  preach  in  a  parijb  cburcb^  it  would  nor,  on 

thai  account,  come  a  conventicle^  and  require  re- 
confecratlon.  And  it  nor,  neither  does  the  build* 
ing  in  which  I  officiate,  being  licenfed  according  to 
law,  and  therefore  in  ^:fe[f  no  conventicle,  become 
oae  in  confequence  ot  mj  preaching  in  it. 

VI. 

You  have  a  whole  chapter  on  ihe  gemral  fpirit  af 

my  controzerjial  uurilingSy  In  which  }  011  take  much 
pains  to  exhibit  me  as  a  man  whole  deligns  are 
hoftile  to  my  country,  and  who  has  no  pretenfion 
to  the  charadcr  of  2  good  cbrijlian^  or  z  gcod  jubjc^l. 
I  rejoice  that  I  am  reproached  on  this  accourr,  as 
I  am  confcious  that  it  is  unmerited,  and  fliall  only 
obferve,  that  the  fame  things,  and  on  the  very  lame 
grounds,  were  faid  of  Luther,  and  may  be  faid  of 
any  man  who  ihall  endeavour  to  reform  any  thing 

that 
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that  he  finds  eftabliflied  in  the  country  in  which  he 

is  born.  For  it  is  i^podibic  thai  any  man  fhould 
yfUh  for  a  new  and  better  il^ue  of  tbingiSj  wicbouc 
wifhing  for  an  akcration  of  the  old  and  worle  ftatc  ; 
aad  if  he  may  on  this  aocouot  be  denominaced  an 
enemy  to  the  cou&try  in  ivhkh  that  old  and  worft 
ilate  prcvjili,  a  pliy[ie;:in  muft,  on  the  fame  prin- 
ciple, be  deeaicd  the  eaeniy  of  his  pancnr,  whoie 
diibrdcrs  he  wifiicB  to  cure,  and  efpeciaily  if,  in  or- 
dcr  CO  it,  he  has  recourfe  to  unplcaliog  remedies. 

At  the  lanne  t'ltne  that  you  profeis  the  greateft 

modcrauon,  you  cannot  conceal  your  feciet  withes 
for  the  intcfiisrcnceof  fome  aid  frmm  a  f&rtigM  fior- 
Ur,  You  (ay,  indeed,  p,  ^  a,   Whactver  Dr,  Prieftky 
**  may  aife&  to  think  of  the  intolerance  of  church- 
men  in  general*  or  of  the  Archdeacon  of  Sr. 
AJban's  in  particular,  a  churchman  lives  not  in 
the  pre&nt  age  ib  weak,  who  wouid  ihh,  iu  pa* 
licy,  if  not  in  love,  difcourage,  rather  than  pro- 
"  mote  any  thing  that  mvi^\i  be  called  a  pcrfantion 
**  of  the  unitarian  blaiphemy,  in  the  pcribn  of 
Pr«  Prieftley,  or  of  any  of  his  admirers*  A 
churchman  lives  not  fo  weak,  a:^  rot  to  know, 
f  <  that  persecution  is  the  tiot-bed  ia  i^hkh  nonienfe 
and  impiety  have  ever  thrived?'   I  wiib.  Sir,  I 
could  pcrfuade  myfelf  that  this  was  true.  For 
there  certainly  are  f.iioe  very  weak  churchmeo, 
9?ho,  having  le(s  confidence  in  the  force  of  argu* 
meat  than  you  have,  may  be  alanucd  too  foon,  md 
erya  fin  tkmtk  U  in  danger  %  in  which  cale  you 
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would  y^  urlelf  think  the  interference  ol  civil ^ower 
very  proper. 

Confiding,  however,  in  the  good  fcnfc  and  mo- 
dcratioQ  of  my  countrymen  in  generaT,  thbugh  not 

in  that  ot  i\vc  clcrgv  in  paiticulir,  I  ihall  pwiTift  in 
ufing  that  liberty  which  the  laws  ought  to  give  mc. 
Unitarianifm  has  flourtflied  very  wetl,  as  yon  al^ 
low,  in  pcrfccution.  Let  the  experiment  be  fairly 
made,  and  we  ihall  fee  whether  it  will  ftot  flouriftt 
as  Well  in  that  ftate  of  perfeft  freedom,  which  tbc 
gencious  temper  of  the  times  gives  us. 

In  a  fpirlc  very  different  from  the  general  profcP- 
(ions  quoted  above^  you  cannot  forbear  co  infiauatey 
that  my  deiigns  are  truly  atarming  tof  the  ftate, 
and  fay,  p.  82,  "  If  Dr.  Prieliley  ever  (hould  at- 

tempc  to  execute  the  fmalleft  part  of  what  he 
*^  would  now  beunderftood  to  threaterr,  it  may  then 

be  expedient  that  the  magiftiare  Ihould  flicw  that 
^<  he  beareth  not  thefword  in  vain.^ 

You  fay^  p.  83^  Let  truft  for  the  pre(en(ry  as 
we  fecurely  raavy  to  the  trade  of  the  good  town 
"  of  Birmingham,  and  to  the  wife  connivance  of 
^  the  magifirate  (who  watches,  no  doubt^  while  he 
deems  ic  politic  to  wink)  to  nip  Dr.  Prieftley*s 
<^  goodly  proje(5ts  in  ths  bud  1  which  nothing 
^  would  be  fo  likely  to  ripen  to  a  dangerous  efFed, 
*^as  confiraint  exceiiiVely  or  unfcafonabiy  ufed. 

Thinks 
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«*  Tluiiks,  however,  are  due  to  him  from  all  lovcrf 
"  of  iheir  couniry,  for  ihc  mifchief  which  he  wants 
not  the  inclination  to  do,  if  he  could  find  the 
the  means  of  l  oincz  it.  In  graiicude*s  eftiination, 
the  will  is  ever  to  be  taken  for  the  deed."  What 
is  this  but  faying,  that  ic  would  be  wife  and  right 
to  nip  my  projects  even  in  the  bud,  if  there  was 
any  profped  of  my  fucceeding  in  them  i  And  what 
could  a  Bonner  or  a  Gardener  fay  more  ?  They 
would  never  have  burned  men  aiive,  if  it  had  not 
been  to  prevent  what  they  thought  to  be  mi/cbief. 
Indeed,  Sir,  you  do  not  know  what  fptrit  you 
are  of. 

But  my  projefts  arc  more  than  in  the  bud.  I 
am  at  this  very  time  atSlually  executing  all  that  I 
would  be  underftood  to  threaten^  or  ever  have 
threatened.  I  am  endeavouring,  by  all  the  means 
in  my  power,  to  roiifc  the  attention  of  thinking 
men  in  this  country  to  the  corrupt  ftate  of  the  re- 
ligion  that  is  eftabliflied  in  it,  and  efpcci^lly  to 
convince  thLin  oi  the  mifchievous  tendency  or  wor- 
(hipping  Chrift  as  a  God,  when  chriftianity  dif- 
claims  all  knowledge  of  any  other  God  than  one, 
and  tiiat  :/je  God  and  Father  of  Cbrijl\  being  confi- 
dent that  when  this  is  eflfe^d  (and  towards  this  con- 
fiderablc  progrefs  is  vifibly  making  every  day,  and 
it  has  met  with  no  obflrudion  fincethc  commence- 
ment of  this  controverfy)  not  only  will  the  prefent 
forms  of  trinitarian  worlhip  be  abohlhcd,  but  my 
countrymen  will  then  thank  me,  and  my  friends, 

for 


Digitized  by  Google 


ARCHDEACON  OF  ST.  ALBANS.  47 


for  what  we  may  have  contributed  towards  lb  g](}' 

nous  d  revoiuiion.  Till  this  be  aftually  effected, 
you  will  naturally  call  our  attempts  rei^ellious.  in 
the  mean  time,  convince  our  governors,  if  you  can^ 
that  the  country  vviii  fuffer  in  its  vveakh,  population^ 
power,  6cc.  &c,  by  the  people  becooaiog  unitariansw 

Whatever  you  may  infinuate  to  the!  contrary,  the 
real  nature,  and  full  extent  of  my  views  (which  I  caFf  y 
on  in  obedience  to  a  greater  power  than  any  in  this 
world)  irii^^ht  cafily  be  ftcn  by  yourkllj  elpecially 
in  my  late  Ulfervations  on  freedom  of  inquiry  m 
matters  of  religion.  There  you  might  alfo  have  fcen 
that  the  dreadful  engine^  by  means  of  which  I  hope 
to  accomplilh  my  dangerous  deiigns,  is  free  dif- 
€uff%on^  or  eontroverfy^ — an  obftmate  controverfy, 
in  which  much  rejly  but  I  hope  no  Inesy  will  be 
loft — much  ink^  but  no  bloody  will  be  ipilled ;  and 
in  this  I  confider  the  Archdeacon  of  St.  Albans; 
Mr,  White,  Mr.  Howes,  and  all  my  oppoacLC^,  as 
my  coadjutors  %  for  without  fuch  concurrence^  no 
controverfy  could  be  carried  on.  But**  the  weapons 

of  our  warfare  are  not  carnal.** 

To  yourfelf.  Sir,  in  particular,  the  world  is  in- 
debted for  whatever  there  may  be  of  value  in  my 
large  Hiftory  of  early  opinions  concerning  Cbrift. 
For  without  the  link  that  you  put  into  the  chain 
of  caufes  and  effeHs^  mechanically  operating  in  my 
mind,  the  very  idea  of  that  work  would  not,  I  bo* 
iicve,  have  occurred  to  me.  And  I  trutt  thata  fire 
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ftill  more  deftruAiye  to  error  snd  rttperffition,  and 

conicquently  to  all  the  ccclciidilicd  eltabiiihri^cTits 
ill  the  world,  which  are  built  upon  and  promote  tbcoi, 
will  be  raifed  by  the  concurrence  of  your  feafonable 
pains  in  blowing  up  the  flame  ot  this  controverly  ; 
which  will  not,  1  truft,  be  extinguished^  till  its  end  be 
effeAually  anfwered. 

Left  you  (lioulJ  again  relapfeinto  your  criminal 
itidoknQCoi etgbieen  mcnibjj  confidcr  that  the  great 
danger  on  which  you.  Sir,  firft  founded  the  alarm 
(and  Mr.  White  has  founded  the  liorn  of  battle 
ftill  louder)  is  now  more  threatening  tiian  ever. 
I  hope  that  you  and  your  brethren  wiU  never 
drop  the  ipirit  which  breathed  in  your  famous 
Charge  to  the  Archdeaconry  of^t.  Ali/ans*  Left  you 
ihould  remit  of  your  ardour,  I  Ihall  here  recite  one 
()aragraph  from  it. 

•*  The  rcillcfs  fpirlrof  fccpficifai  will  fLiggeftdif- 
ficultics  in  the  fyltem,  and  create  doubts  about 
the  particulars  of  the  chriftian  dodbine:  diffi«> 

•*  cultics  iituji  be  removed  and  doubts  be 
facisfied.    But  above  all,  the  fcruples  mujt  be 

V  compofed  which  the  refinements  of  a  fidfe  phi« 

lofoph\-,  p.irronizcil  as  tht-y  are  in  the  prefent 
age  by  men  no  kis  amiable  for  the  gcr^cral  purity 
of  their  manners,  than  diftingutlhed  by  their 

•*  fcientific  atuunnients,  will  be  too  apt  to  railc  in 

the  mmds  of  their  weaker  brethren.   And  this 
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^<  is  the  fervice  to  which  they,  whom  the  indulgence 

**  of  providence  hath  rtlcalcd  from  the  more  labo- 

^  rious  o^e  of  the  prieilhood,  itand  peculiarly  eo<* 
gaged.   To  them  their  more  occupied  brethren 

^*  have  a  right  to  look  up  in  thefe  enitrgencies,  for 
fupport  and  fuccour  in  the  common  caufe.  it  is 
for  them  to  ftand  forth  the  champions  of  the  com*- 
mon  faith,  and  the  advocates  of  their  )rder.  It 
is  for  them  to  wipe  off  the  ^fperfion  injuriouO/ 
caft  upon  the  fons  of  the  eftablifhment,  as  unin* 
formed  in  the  true  grounds  of  the  dodlrine  which 
they  teach,  or  iniincere  in  the  belief  of  it.  To 
this  duty  they  arc  indifpenfably  obliged  by  their 
providential  exemption  from  work  of  a  harder 
kind*  It  is  the  proper  bufiaefs  of  the  ftation 
which  is  allotted  them  in  Chrift*s  houfhold.  And 

«  deep  will  be  their  lhame,  and  infupportable  their 
punifhmentt  if,  in  the  great  day  of  reckoning, 
it  (hould  appear  that  they  have  received  the 
wages  of  a  fervice  which  hath  never  been  per* 
formed*" 

If,  Sir,  you  read  the  above  as  often  as  you  ought 
to  do,  you  wUl  never,  in  this  very  critical  fituation^ 
when  the  enemy  is  at  every  gate,  and  fcaling  every 
rampart  of  your  old  and  ruinous  fortrefs,  indulge 
\  yourfeif  in  your  y^/  catch  offrefermM,  but,  tog^thor 
with  your  brethren,  exert  jourkifpro  arts  et  jocisJ 

VIL 

You  fay,  p.  78,  that,  *•  as  you  confidcr  this  con- 
^  croverly  as  rcfembiing  a  ftaie  of  war^  in  which  no 

£  quarter 
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•*  quarter  is  to  be  given,  or  accepted,  you  think 
yourfeif  at  liberty  lo  ftriks  at  yoar  enemy  without 
remorfe,  in  whatever  quarter  you  may  perceive  an 
opening/'  This  fell  language  may  well  make  me 
ihudder  at  my  fituation^  efpecially  as,  ia  my  large 
work^  at  this  very  lime  probably  in  your  cruel  and 
remorfekfs  bands,  there  mult  be  many  openings, 
and  your  vigilance  in  difcovering  them  cannot  be 
doubted.  I  truft,  however,  that  though  you  may 
draw  blood  in  many  places,  you  will  not  be  able  to 
reach  any  vital  part.  .  Out  of  eighteen  hundred  re- 
ferences, I  will  gladly  compound  for  eighteen  being 
found  defective,  when,  of  no  more  than  fi'ue  ia  this 
performance  of  yoursj  not  one  proves  lo  be  to  your 
purpofc. 

As  you  have  apprized  me  of  your  lefulution  to 
ftrike  at  me  without  remorfe,  wherever  you  can 

find  an  opening,  I  may  prcfumc  that  the  pans  at 
which  you  have  aimed  your  remorfdcfs  blows^  are 
all  that  you  thought  vulnerable.  But,  Sir,  you  are 
not  fkilful  in  the  art  of  tormenting,  and,  like  the 
Indian  warrior,  I  will  teach  you  how  you  might 
i^ound  me  much  more  deeply. 

Your  chief  wilh  is  evidently  to  reprefent  me  as  an 
enemy  to  the  civil  and  ccdedaftical  conftitudoB  of 

this  country.  Now  had  you  been  better  nd^i  in  my 
writings  (but  they  are  happily  too  voluminous  for 
you  to  look  through)  you  might  have  found  pafiages 
more  lo  your  purpoic  than  any  that  you  have  le- 
lefted.   You  have  gone  back  aa  lar  «i  Che  year 

\  3        .  1769. 
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1769,  but  you  have  ccrlookcd  the  Scrf/io/i  ulilch 
1  preached  ua  rdigoing  my  paltoral  ofHcr  at  Leeds^ 
in  17739  one  paragraph  from  which  i  ihall  infcrc 
for  your  ulc  oa  ^aoihcr  occafion. 

All  who  are  intertfted  in  die  fupport  of  tbefe 
ancichriftian  eftabliftiinents,  wbieh  ufurp  an  undtie 

*«  auihuricy  over  the  coiUcienccs  of  men,  and  whofe 
wealth  and  power  are  advanced  bf  chem,  are  at 
iiis  vtry  tim  in  a  ftate  of  general  confternation^ 
both  at  home  and  abroad  feeing  their  principles 
and  maxims  univerfally  decried,  and  theur  unjuft 
claims  aflarled  from  a  great  varieqr  'of  quarters, 
fothit  their  kingdom  is  now  full  of  darhiefs^  and 

**  iby  are  gnawing  tbeir  tongues  for  pam^  but  wUb* 
out  repenting  of  tlntr  ^eds"    Rev.  xvi«  lo^ 

&c.  &c.  &c. 

VIII. 

*   As  you  talk,  p.  15,  of"  culling  the  flowers  of 
my  compofition,"  1  fliall,  in  return,  prefcnt  you 
with  fome  of  your  own*   if  Ibey  pleafe  fo  much 
wh?n  feparate,  what  muft  be  their  beauty  and  fra- 
.^aace  when  united  i 

Infuffictent  antagonift,  p.  i ;  confident  igno* 

-«*  ranee,  fiery  refencmcnt,  violent  inveftive,  and 
•*  fiercenefs  of  wrath,  p.  incompetency  in  the 
fubjeft,  fraudulent  trickt  meant  to  be  put  upoo 
die  public,  but  not  on  Dr.  Horfley,  p.  9 ;  unfi- 
luibed  erudition,  (hallow  oicictimi  weak  argu- 
ment,  unjuftifiabfe  art  to  cover  the  weaknefs,  and 
*<  fupply  the  want  of  argument,  P«  I3»  ^he  vain  in- 

.E  z  dignanc 
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digoant  ftruggle  of  a  ftroog  animal  which  feck 

itfclf  overcome,  the  mere  growling  of  the  iv  ger  ia 
the  toiiSj  14 ;  a  never  to  be  forgotten  attempt 
upon  a  pafiage  in  St.  John's  fifft  eptftie,  p- 18*; 
a  profeflbr  of  Greek,  unqualified  to  teach  the 
elements  of  that  language,  p.  34  ^  a  falie  and 
fraudalcnt  reprefcntation  of  an  argument,  p.  42 ; 
precipitance  in  afllfcion,  and  talent  in  accommo- 
dating  his  (lory  to  his  opinion,  p.  4  j  ;  one  in- 
dance  out  of  a  great  number,  of  his  (hamelels  in- 
trepidity  in  aflcrtion,  p.  47  ;  enraged  hcrcfiarcli, 
p.  51  i  prudence  in  not  yet  declaring  his  at.ti- 
pathy  to  the  civil  as  well  as  ecclefiaftical  confti- 

**  tution  of  this  country,  p.  79;  declaiming  in  his 
conventicle  to  enlighten  the  minds,  and  excite  the 

^  zeal  of  the  mechanics  of  the  populous  town  of 
Birmingham,  p.  81  ;  the  cxceflivc  admiration  in 
which  I  hold  myfelf^  p.  86 ;  unjuft  claim  to  the 
titles  of  a  good  chriRiant  or  good  fubjed» 
p.  87,  &c.  Sec.  Sec.'* 

•   In  connexion  with  this^  let  the  reader  now  iee 

what  you  fay,  p.  8.  **  If  on  any  branch  of  chrif- 
lian  duty  my  confcience  be  at  perfect  eafe,  the 
precept  judge  not  is  that  which  I  truft  I  have  not 


*  Referrifif  coa  fpppoM  attempt  te  tapofe  opon  my  read* 
en,  by  a  falfe  quotacww  of  tbe  cmimiM  Englifli  veffioft  of  i3bm 

bible.  A  man  really  capable  of  thist  could  only  be  fit  for  Bed- 
lam or  Tyburn  ;  and  ycl  Dr.  Horiley,  in  the  very  publication  ia 
which  he  advanced  that  charge,  faid  my  •*  vlnues  were  great 
*^  and  amiable/*  as  evideoc  acontradi^oc  as  the  dodrtae  of 
franfittJimtHii9$m9  or  tin  tnmijf.  Bat  ai  il/qfit  lisvc  bmi  be- 
lieved, fo  msj  the  other* 

« tranf- 
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tranrgreflfed^''  and  p.  87,    From  my  youth  op^ 

I  have  been  averfe  to  cenforious  judgment." 
Who  cbeOy  Sir^  caa  deny  that  an  excels  ot  mcekiMrU 
and  moderatioa  forms  the  leading  feature  29  yonr 
charader  i 

Having  taken  from  me  every  moral  quality,  all 

knowledge  of  human  nature,  hiftory,  logic,  and 
every  thing  requifue  to  quality  me  tor  the  coairo«> 
'verfy  io  which  X  have  had  the  prefumption  to  en* 
gage,  together  with  the  very  elements  of  the  Greek 
language,  and  even  of  Latin,  1  think  myfelf  happy 
thatj  having  aflerted  your  own  right  to  all  vifcuc) 
and  all  knowledge,  you  have  not  yet  exprefsly  de- 
nied my  ability  to  write  a  little  tolerably  intelligible 
£ngli(h,  and  I  (hall  endeavour  to  make  the  beft  ufe 
that  I  can  of  it,  before  the  fatal  day  iUail  cv;me  when 
I  may  be  firipped  of  this  alfo. 

But,  dropping  this  ftyle,  I  muft  on  one  fubjed  be 
a  little  ferious  with  you*   You  fay,  p.  71,  that  1 

have  charged  you  with  grofs  and  wilful  jufrcprC'^ 
fentation.  This  I  deny ;  and  if  1  have  inadvertently 
iaid  any  thing  that  implies  as  much,  I  Iball  publicly 
afli  your  pardon.  I  muft,  therefore,  infift  upon 
your  making  good  this  acculation*  You  repeatedly 
charge  me  with  wilful  mifrepitlentation,  but  I 
doubt  not  you  really  believe  me  to  be  that  fraudu- 
lent and  bafe  charadlerj  which  alone  is  capable  of 
fuch  condud,  and  therefore  you  lay  no  worfe  of  me 
than  you  really  believe.    I  do  not  think  ib  ill  of 

jrou,  and  therefore  I  do  not  ufe  that  hmgyage  in 

*  E  $  fpeaking 
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%oaking  of  you.   t  have,  indeed^  called  you  4 

falfifier  of  hijhry,  becaufe  you  have  adticd,  and  (as 
you  now  acknawkdge)  knew,  that  you  added  u>  the 
accounts  of  aacient  hiftoriani.  Bkjv  then  you  really 
believed  that  ihe  traniadions  paflVd  as  you  relaud 
tbem>  and  that  the  particulars  which  you  added  had 
been  emitted  by  the  early  writers.  This  h  far  Ihorc 
of  ^  wilful  lie.  AftCT  what  I  had  written  on  this 
jubje&9  in  my  eighteenth  letter  to  you»  I  am  fur* 
prifid  that  you  fliould  write  as  you  do  now.  How 
didcrent  muft  be  your  feelings  irom  mine* 

•  The  conclufton  of  your  remarks,  which  Is  To  little 
of  a  piece  with  the  body  of  the  work,  that  it  puts 
tne  in  mind  of  the  introduftion  to  Horace's  art  of 
Poetry*,  is  fomething  extraorcim  iry^  and  indeed, 
iliocking.  Atter  aicnbing  to  me  the  word  defigns, 
and  the  worft  palHons>  that  can  occupy  the  head  or 
heart  of  man,  and  for  once  intimating  the  pufability 
of  fomething  wrong  lurking  unperceivred  in  your 
bwn  bofom,  fpeaking  of  the  awful  Iblemnities  of 
the  lad  day,  you  expr^fs  a  defire  that  whatever  of 
"  intemperate  wrath,  and  carnal  anger,  has  mixed 
itfelf  on  either  fide  with  the  zeal  with  which  we 
have  purlbed  our  fierce  contention,  may  then  be 
^  forgiven  to  us  both  a  prayer,''  you  fay^  ^*  which 
y  you  breathe  from  the  bottom  of  your  foul,"  and 

•  Hum  a  no  CHpiti  cervicem  piO'  r  equinam 
Jungere  ii  v«li(,  tx  varias  inducere  plumas, 
Undique  colladt.  iitcmbris,  ut  turpiter  atmoi 
Deiiiut  in  pifcem  muUcrifom^o^  iiiperiva  % 
^     Spe^atum  admiifi  riOiin   n^stiii  amici  \ 
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to  which  you  add,  that  if  /  have  any  part  in  the 
fpirit  of  a  chriftian»  I  (bsdl,  on  my  bended  kneest 

fay,  Amen. 

Which  of  us  has  been  aAuated  by  the  bad  fpirit 
which  you  defcribc,  our  readers  will  infer,  not  from 
the  declarations  of  either  of  us,  but  from  our  ge<^ 
neral  temper,  conduct,  and  manner  of  writing.  If 
/  be  the  man  you  dcfcribe,  I  can  have  no  hope  of 
forgiveneis  at  the  awful  period  to  which  you  refer» 
unlefs  I  repent  and  reform  new.  If,  contrary  to  the 
fblemn  declaration  of  your  perfeft  innocence,  quoted 
above,  you  had,  when  you  wrote  this  conclufion,  a 
latent  fufpicion  that  all  had  not  been  right  on  your 
fide,  you  certainly.  Sir,  ought  to  have  paufed,  have 
carefully  revifed  what  you  had  written,  and  have 
expunged  what  you  could  not  approve.  Boafting 
of  more  chriftianity  than  you  will  allow  to  me,  you 
ought  to  teach  nie,  by  your  example^  what  it  is  that 
our  religion  requires  in  thefe  cafes,  and  not  give  any 
occafion  to  an  unauthoriled  teacher  in  a  conventicle, 
to  inftruit  an  Archdeacon  of  the  church  of  England 
in  one  of  the  firft  leffgns  in  the  chriftian  fcbool. 

I  am,  ReVt  Sir, 

Your  very  bumble  Servaac> 

J.  PRIESTLEY. 
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Remarh  on  Mr,  Howei's  Ninth  Number  Oljcr- 
vatsons  on  Books  ancient  and  modern. 

IN  Mr.  Howes  I  have  a  much  more  rcfpcclable, 
and  a  fomcwhai  more  temperate  antagoaift 
than  che  Archdeacon  of  St.  Albans;  but  I  am 
ibrry  to  find,  that  he  has  employed  his  ingenuity 
and  learning  (or,  to  ufe  a  faTourite  phrafe  of  his 
his  own,  his  talent  of  dij^utation)  where  neither  of 
them  can  poffibly  avail  him^  the  former  ia  ex* 
culpacing  himfeif  from  the  charge  of  repreiencing 
me  as  an  unbeliever^  and  the  latter^  in  attempt- 
ing to  prove  that  the  body  pf  the  Jews  cxpcdtcd 
%  Ggd  in  their  Mefli^b» 

I  do  not  r^ft  my  a^cufation  on  the  conftrudioa 
of  particular  words  and  phrafes*  though  that 
would  abundantly  juftify  it.  Let  any  man  of 
common  ienfe  re^d  his  Difcourfc,  and  then  iay, 
whether  one  great  objeA  of  it  was  not  to  repreient 
nie  as  one  of  tliat  clafs  of  perfons,  who  having 
formerly  been  profcffcd  unbelievers  in  chnftxani-* 
ty,  on  finding  that  ground  untenable,  now  onlf 
pretend  to  believe  it,  calling  themfelvcs  rational 
fkrsjtianst  whtjn  ia  reality  they  are  no  chriftians  at 
ail*  He  has  no  occafion  to  have  recourfe  to  his 
iJiclioaary  for  the  me^ping  of  the  word  fretend* 

P0C4 
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Does  any  man  ever  content  himfelf  with  faying 
nf  another,  that  he  pretends  to  a  particular  charac- 
ter, if  he  really  thinks  that  he  bos  a  juft  claim  to 
it  i  I  fay  of  Mr.  Gibbon^  that  he  pretends  to  be  a 
believer  in  chrifllanicy  i  but  then  I  mean  what,  if  I 
uie  that  language  at  all^  I  ought  to  mean^  viz. 
that  he  only  pretends  to  believe  it,  while  he  is  art- 
fully endeavouring  to  fap  the  very  foundations  of 
it.  The  fame  is  the  natural  inference  from  all 
that  Mr.  Howes  had  faid  with  relpcft  to  me. 

■ 

If  Mr.  Howes  really  thinks  me  to  be  a  believer 
in  chriftianity>  as  he  now  fays^  it  would  much  bet* 
ler  have  become  htm,  ingenuoufly  to  acknow- 
ledge his  fault,  and  to  aik  pardon  for  it.  At  pre* 
fent  his  apology  only  aggravates  bis  offence* 
However,  it  affefts  himfelf  only,  and  not  me. 
We  have  one  common  maftcr  and  judge,  who 
knows  both  what  he  really  intended  by  his  ac- 
count  of  me,  and  what  I  am  ;  and  by  his  fent- 
<nce»  and  not  by  that  of  Mr.  Howes>  I  ihall 
ftand  or  fall. 

As  to  Mr.  Howcs*s  attenipt,  in  this  publication^ 
to  prove  that  the  body  of  the  Jewiih  nation  really 
believed  in  the  pre-exiftence  and  divinity  of  their 
MefTiah,  it  muft  appear  perfeftly  futile  to  any 
perfon  who  Ihall  read  what  they  will  find^  on  that 
fabjed  in  my  Hifi^  of  early  opimns  €oncenmg 
Cbrifi.  He  will  there  find  that  even  the  ehriftian 
Fathers^  eager  as  they  were  to  prefs  the  Jewijb 
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fcriptures  into  the  fervicc  of  the  dodrine  of  thfi 
trinity,  did  not  pretend  to  have  the  bodjr  of  cbc 
Jwijb  natm  on  their  fide.  And  would  not  they 
have  been  as  glad  as  Mr.  Howes  now  appears  to 
be,  to  have  found  that  belief  among  them  i  What 
fome  particular  Jewirti  cabbalifts  (whofc  writings 
are  remarkable  for  their  enigmatical  obicurity) 
may  have  faid,  in  a  later  period,  is  nothing  to 

the  purpofc.  To  prove  the  caiy  reception  of  the 
dodruie  of  the  divinity  of  Chrift  in  the  primitive 
times,  Mr.  Howes  mud  find  the  dodrine  of  the 
divHiity  of  the  Mcfiiah  to  have  been  the  general 
belief  of  the  Jewilh  nation  in  the  age  of  the  apof- 
tles.  The  opinion  of  fuch  a  Platonift  as  Philo,  if 
we  could  be  fure  of  it,  can  never  pafs  for  that  of 
the  Jewi(h  nation  in  general,  who  certainly  were 
not  Piatonifts.  Jofcphus  is  at  Icaft  as  good  an  aa 
thority  as  Philo;  but  is  it  probable  that  the  Jewifli 
nation,  or  the  Pbarifees  in  general,  were  believers 
in  the  doftrine  of  the  tran! migration  of  fouls, 
though  this  writer  fays  they  were  ?  Jofcphus 
Ktmfelf,  and  a  few  others,  might  believe  that 
doftrine  j  and,  from  a  natural  bias  to  add  to  the 
refpedability  of  our  own  party,  he  might  give  that 
reprefentatton  of  the  faith  of  his  bEt  in  general, 
Eut  Philo  docs  not  fay  that  the  Jews  in  general  in- 
terpreted tlie  fcriptures  as  he  did. 

In  my  HHlory  Mr*  Howes  will  find  the  moft 
exprefs  teftimony,  that  tlie  Jews,  in  every  age, 
from  our  Saviour's  time  to  the  prefent,  were  be- 
lievers in  the  fimple  humanity  gf  their  Mefiiah. 
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The  learned  of  that  nation  have  always  laughed  at 
the  pretence  of  orthodox  chrilkiaos  to  prove  that 
their  anceftors  ever  believed  any  thing  elfe.  Let 
Mr.  Howes  get  acquainted  with  any  learned  Jews 
in  this  country,  and  they  will  give  him  the  fatif- 
faction  rhey  have  given  me  on  this  fubjeft.  And 
is  it  not  nM>re  likely  that  they  ihould  know  the 
real  fentiments  of  their  countrymen,  and  of  their 
own  writcrs,with  which  they  are  conrinually  conver- 
(ant,  than  we  can  pretend  to  be?  They  give  me 
the  ftrongeft  affurances  that  the  belief  of  their 
Mefiiah  being  a  God,  or  that  he  pre-exifted,  nei« 
ther  is  now,  nor  ever  was,  the  faith  of  any  of  their 
counrrymcn.    On  the  contrary,  they  hold  theie 
do&rines  in  the  greateft  abhorrence.    Since  this 
was  indifputably  the  cafe,  both  in  the  time  of  the 
chriilian  Fathers  and  at  prefent,  let  Mu  Howes 
fltew  in  which  of  the  middle  ages  that  doftrine 
was  firft  introduced,  how  far  it  fpread,  and  when 
it  was  deferted  by  them.    Let  him  firft  anfwer 
what  the  learned  Balnage,  who  was  a  trinuari  n, 
has  written  on  the  fubjedt,  and  then  I  will  cooii- 
dcr  his  arguments. 

I  am  indeed  aftoniflied  that  neither  Dr..  Hort 
ley,  nor  Mr.  Howes,  fliould  fo  much  as  mention 
the  name  of  Bafnage  in  treating  of  this  fubjeft, 
which  he  has  fo  learnedly  and  fo  ably  difcuffed^ 
and  who  has  fo  particularly  confidcred  v,hac 
Cuiwortb,  jUlix,  and  Bull  had  advanced  upon  it. 
yhecharadcf  ofMr.  Bafnage,  in  Morcri^s  Dic- 
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tlonar^>  by  Lc  Clerc,  is  as  fbllowi :  Mooficiir 

**  Bafnagc  ctoit  vrai  jufques  dans  Ics  plus  pcritcs 
**  cho&s.  Sacandeury  la  franchife,  iktxione  fai» 
ne  paroiflent  pas  inoins  dans  fes  oui^ragcs,  que 
**  la  profondcur  dc  fon  erudition."  W  hat  will  fo- 
rcigaera  iay  of  Eoglilhinen  itill  ictailing  the  ftale 
arguments  of  the  three  writers  above  mentioned^ 
Without  any  notice  of  whai:  has  been  replied  to 
'them  by  fuch  a  man  as  this  i  Notwitbfiaading 
the  acknowledged  excellence  of  his  charafter/ 
there  will  be  nothing  extraordinary  in  Dr.  Horf- 
ley's  reprelenting  him  as  ^  wilful  Uar.    if  any 

charnaer  conki  have  been  a  Iccuniy  ^gainft  fuch 

grofs  infulc^  it  would  have  been  that  of  Urigea. 

I  am  not  much  acquainted  with  the  Jewi(h  cab- 
balills,  except  through  the  medium  of  Bafnage  . 
and  others,  and  therefore  will  not  anfwer  for  the 
meaning  of  ihc  writer  Mr.  Howes  quotes,  rhough 
it  is  of  no  fignitication  what  his  meaning  was ;  but 
of  Philo  I  have  fome  knowledge  i  and  his  mean- 
ing, 1  am  confi  Ic.'U,  Mr.  Howcshas  [ivoft  grofsly 
miftakcn.  keternng  to  that  pafligc  in  Fhilo> 
which  will  be  found  in  my  Hiftory,  vol.  2.  p.  8^ 
he  fays,  p.  46,  that  "  the  chief,  or  moft  ancient 

logos  (as  Fhiio  cxpreiTes  himfelf)  is  iikewife 

fometimes  mentioned  by  htm  as  being  aAually 
*^  ref:dent'm  the  high  prieft  of  the  Jews,  and  even  as 

being  the  very  fame  perfon  with  the  high  prieft^ 
«*  as  if  they  were  blended  into  a  compound  indi- 

viduali  in  confequcncc  of  which  the  high 
*  ^  prieft 
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prieft  is  there  fpoken  of,  and  declared  to  be  no 

"  longer  a  man^  and  of  this  divine  logos  he 

fays  alfo,  that  he  dwells  in  God.   He  goes  on 

todcfcribe  this  divine  logos,  thus  united  to  the 
high  prie(l>  as  having  had  God  for  his  father, 
and  as  being  anointed  with  oil  at  his  genera- 
tion, or  firft  governnienr.  Since  then,  p.  49, 
Fhilo  here  ranked  the  high  prieft  as  being  the 
the  fame  ^ith  the  divine  logos,  and  in  another 
place  calls  the  divine  logos  a  high  prieft,  and 
conceives  them  capable  of  fornung  a  compound 
individual,  it  is  plain  that  the  popular  theolog/ 
**  had  no  objeftion  to  a  finailar  compound,  form- 
ed  out  of  the  divine  logos  and  a  human  Mef- 
fiah,  dcfcended  from  David ;  which  union  they 
**  would  naturally  fignif^/  under  the  idea  of  the 
latter  being  anointed  Chriji,  who  would  confe^ 
quently  be  tl^en  no  lunger  conQdered  as  mere 
•*  man:' 

Now,  nothing  can  be  more  evident,  even  to  a  no 
very  fagacious  reader,  than  that  Philo^  in  this  paf* 
(age,  is  merely  indulging  himfelf  in  one  of  his  ex- 
travagant  alkgoncal  interpretations  of  fcripcure; 
luppoling  that  what  Mofes  fays  concerning  the  Ugb 
friejl  was  not  to  be  underftood  of  any  ntan^  but  of 
the  Platonic  divine  logos*  This  writer  abounds  in 
fuch  ridiculous  interpretations  of  fcripture,  and  in 
them  he  was  too  readily  foKowed  by  the  chriftian 
Fathen*  But  Mr.  Uowcs's  interpretation  of  Jb'hilo 
if  more  cxtraordtnarjr  than  Fbilo'-s  interpretation 
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of  MoTct*  Beiides,  can  this  fame  cittne  kagcs  nre 
m  proper  bypoftancal  union  wicii  the  Jewiih 

prkit  (probably  every  Jt  wifh  1  igh  pri.fl}  and  wm 
Jcfos  the  fon  of  Mary  i  Wbac  a  ftiar^  jyHcai 

will  this  nuke  i 

Mr.  Howes*$  cooftruAion  of  the  paiTagr,  wfaicb 

he  has  quoted  from  Tcrtulliin,  p  ij^  is  no  5^1  s  wiJc 
of  his  purpore.  But  1  {ball  hoc  enlarge  apoa  tnn 
topic  till  1  fee  how  Mr.  Howes  will  acqotc  him&Jf 
with  refpcd  co  what  be  has  engaged  lo  do. 

If  any  man  can  read  die  evidence  that  I  have  pro* 
duced  in  my  HiftorjTy  io  favour  of  ooitariaiufiB 
having  been  the  original  faith  of  the  chniliac 
church,  the  acknowledgments  of  the  oohodoK 
thers,  chat  this  dodrine  was  fb  prevalent  amcMig 
both  ibc  Jews  and  gentiles,  that  it  required  the 
greateft  caution  in  the*  apoftlcs  to  teach  tbeai  wuf 
more  fublime  doftrine,  that  the  doftrines  of  the 
divinity  and  pre-exiikncc  ot  Chrill  were  not 
canght  with  clearnefs  and  efied^  ezctpc  by  Jelm 
at  I  he  time  of  the  publicaiion  of  his  Guipcl,  after 
that  of  the  three  others ;  that  the  conaoo  pec^^ 
who  were  unitarians,  were  extremely  (hocked  at 
the  firft  propofai  of  the  do^irine  of  the  trinity  in 
a  later  period ;  though,  after  thb,  the  triuiiritfii 
cxprcffed  great  contempt  and  diflike of  the  uniuriao 
doSrioe  *j  &c.  ice*  Sec  and  yet  maintain  that  there 

■ 

*  Thai  the  uoitariaos  ivere  a: prfi  coaiidcrcd  as«» 
WsA^fifrwrn-^  as  licrctia>  Mr*  Howts  rcprdcatift  p.  viti«  m 
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were  no  proper  unitarians  in  the  apoftolic  age,  and 
that  which  immediately  followed  ic,  I  ihall  chink ' 
him  capable  of  undertaking  to  prove  that  this 
country  was  aoc  inhabited  by  Britons  before  the 
arrivalof  theRomaos ;  but  that  the  Romans  them- 
felvca  were  the  Aborigines  oi  ihe  country* 

We  are  promilcd,  however,  abundant  evidence  of 
this  fiogolar  polition ;  and  as  Mr.  Howes  main* 

tains,  that  thofe  whom  I  have  called  unitariansm 
that  age  differed  fronfi  the  orthodox  in  nothing 
more  than  in  fuppoting  that  the  union  of  the  di- 
vine and  human  nature  in  Chrift  commenced  fo 
hite  as  his  baptifm,  and  not  fo  early  as  at  his  con* 
cept'ion,  I  take  it  for  granted  that  we  lhall  find  this 
mighty  difference  of  opinion  didinctly  marked  by 
many  of  the  ancient  writers,  and  reafons  ^ven  why 
this  difference  with  refpeft  to  a  date  only,  was  con- 
fideredas  of  fo  much  confequence.  for  that  the  dif« 
fcrence  was  thought  to  be  confiderable,  and  efpc- 
ciaily  that  the  orthodox  do£lrine  was  thought  to  be 
much  more  difficult  and  fiAtim  than  the  other,  is 
loo  evident  to  be  denied.    Now  I  (hoiild  think 
that  it  was  quite  as  difficult  to  conceive  of  this 
hypo  statical  union  taking  place  in  a  man  full 
grown,  as  in  an  embrio  in  the  womb.    But  Mr. 
Howes  will  certainly  find  fomtbing  to  fay  in  fup- 

t&  ioconfiaency  above  hif  comprclieniion.*'  How  he  cm 
imigioe  tbtf  it  above  ny  comprebeafioa.  Hot  wc  ihall,  pro- 
bably, bavt  fttfficleAf  opportttaity  of  txplaifting  oarfclret. 

port 
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pore  of  fo  iingular  and  favourite  an  bypochc^  as 
that  which  he  has  adopted ;  aod  1  aol  wUiiog  to 
wait  his  time. 

In  the  mean  time  it  is  a  particular  lactsfadion  to 

inc  that  tills  uiicuiuoa  is  ac  length  undertaken  by 
Mr«  Howes,  who  is  unquefiionably  a  fchoiary  and 
who  is  at  the  fame  time  fo  expeditious  in  his  mo- 
tions I  as  we  Iball  now  fee  all  that  can  be  produced 
againft  my  argument,  and  the  learned  will  not  long 
be  in  fufpenfe  with  refpeft  to  it.  And  then  I  hope 
it  will  appear  that  Mr.  Howes  is  greatly  miiUkcn 
in  his  aliertion,  that  no  good  ever  aroie  from  con- 

trovcrfy.  But  if  thiit  was  his  Icrious  opinion,  how 
can  he  juftif'y  himfclf  in  engaging  in  ibis  concro* 
verfy^  in  which  he  is  entirely  a  volunteer,  and  how 
comes  ic  thai  every  thing  that  he  has  written  is  con- 
troveriiai  i  Both  bis  Obfervations  on  Books,  and  his 
Sernm^  are  altogether  fuch.    Much  as  i  have 

written  in  conirovcrfv,  from  thefulieil  conviction 
of  the  utility  gt  it  (which  acieaftjuftifics  me  to 
myfelf )  the  far  greater  part  of  my  publications  are 
of  a  diiicieiit  nature. 


THE  END. 
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MONTHLY  REVIEW  for  JUNE,  178^1 

WITH 

ADDITIONAI*  OBSERVATIONS 

ftBtATIllO  TO 

The  Doftrine  of  the  Primitive  Churchy  con* 
cerning  the  Ferroa  of  Qhkist,  < 

Br  JOSEPH  PRIESTLEY,  LL.D.  F.R.S. 


H'hy  bthfjldcll  thou  the  mote  that  is  in  tiy  brother* s  eye,  a»d 
49t^fi4UriJi  mt  ib$  biom  sbat  is  i«  tbim  ^wn  eyet 

Matt,  viL  3» 


BIRMINGHAM^ 

« 

Printed  by  piercy  and  jones,   for.  ;.  joHNdOif* 
ST.  Paul's  church  yard,  Lokoon. 
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I SHALL  be  ccofored  by  many  perfbtis  fer 
raking  this  public  notice  oF  an  anonymous^ 
aad  efpecially  z  periodical  publication  ^  and  what 
I  hope  te  fliew  is,  indeied,  j)f  ufelfy  uhworthy  o( 
any  notice.  But  a  wife  man  will  coniider  tiungs 
not  fo  much  as  they  are  in  tfaemfelves,  as  ac« 
cording  to  their  power  of  doing  good  or  barm, 
I^ow  it  cannot  be  denied  that  the  Monthly  Re^ 
view  i%,  in  general,  a  refpefUble  publication  of 
its  kind  ;  and  from  the  credit  which  it  has  ac* 
quired  it  has  conhderable  influence  fo  chat  as 
iiotbing  is  exempt  from  plaulible  mtf-reprelen« 
tation,  any  writer  has  it  in  his  power,  with  tfiis 
advantage,  materially  to  hurt  the  credit,  and 
impede  the  fale  of  the  moft  valuable  pro* 
du^ioos, 

» 

I  am  fenfiible  that  a  writer  beft  confults  hii 
dignity  by  keeping  filence  on  thefe  occafions^ 

and  his  regard  for  truth  ni:iy  be  facisfied  by 

correcting  in  a  fublequent  edition  thq  errors  of 
a  former  one.  But  my  objeft,  I  hope,  is  not 
reputation  (I  write  a  great  deal  too  much  for 
that)  but  the  careful  inveftigation,  and  the  moft 
cfirditial  propagation  of  truth  $  and  for  this  fnir<- 
pole,  I  api  willing  to  lay  hold  of  every  fair  op* 
portmiity  of  bringing  it  i^ain  and  ag»n  before 
fh^e  jpMbli:^, 

4  2  liUaU 


m    *  PREFACE. 

I  AmU  even  rejoice  in  my  owa  miftakes  and 
overflght3>  if  they  ihould  be  the  means  of  draw- 
iiig  more  attention  to  any  xaluable  fubjeft  of 
Inqniry.   Every  perfon  who  writes  on  any  fide 

of  the  queftion  helps  to  keep  up  that  attention, 
and  by  this  means  the  truth  will,  in  the  cnc], 
be  a  gainer*  This,  however,  is  the  ficft,  and  it 
>vill  probably  be  the  laft  time  that  (if  I  be  now 
<loiog  wrong)  I  fhall  offend  in  this  way. 

I  haye  not  been  without  (imilar  provocation 
'  to  take  the  fame  method  of  redrefs  before :  but 

beHdes  that  the  objcfts  were  of  lefs  confequcnce, 
the  flow  but  fure  decifion  of  time  (notwithftand-^ 
ing  the  Reviewer  had  the  advantage  of  the 
popular  (:iamour  againft  me)  has  done  me  fuf- 
iicient  juftice.  My  Hiftory  of  the  Corruptions  of 
Chrijltanity  being,  in  my  own  opinion,  well  as 
that  of  my  ft  iends,  of  more  value  tl)an  moft  of 
my  other  publications,  this  piece  of  juftice  was 
thought  to  be  due  to  it  ,in  preference  to  any  of 
the  reft  %  and  the  knowledge  and  ability  of  the 
prcfent  Reviewer  makes  him  a  much  more  formi- 
dable, and  therefore  a  more  refpetSt^ble  antagonift^ 

The  manner  in  which  this  review  of  my  work 
is  conduced,  muft  neceffarily  give  a  very  unfa* 

Vourable  idta  of  it  to  thole  who  have  no  other 
fource  of  information  concerning  it.  They  muft 
think  it  to  be  not  only  full  of  the  grofleft  blun* 
ders,  but  even  calculated  to  deceive  the  reader. 

• 

It  is,  mpreover,  written  in  a  iono  that  cannot  fail 
to  impofe  upon  many.    I  know  that  it  has  done 
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and  1  am  Hkewiie  well  aware  that  the  m]ury  I 

have  received  does  not  admit  of  any  adcquare  rc- 
drefs }  fince  for  one  perfon  who  will  fee  my  de- 
fence, a  hundred  will  fee  the  accufation  only. 
But  I  rhnll  have  done  my  duty  with  rcfpeft  to  the 
public,  and  to  a  work  chat  was  fincereiy  intended 
.to  be  ufefal  to  them,  by  ehdeaVoilrihg  to  ethibic 
to  the  fe^  to  whom  I  may  have  accefs,  how  little 
there  fometimes  is  in  the  moft  fpecious  and  the 
nloflr  arrogant  reviews  of  books.  This  may  al(b 
put  them  on  their  guard  with  refpedt  to  fimilar 
reviews  of  other  works ;  and  the  judgment  of  the 
impartial /^:^'  may,  at  lengthj  influence  the  Icfs 
difcerning  many^ 

ciriticifer,  feeling  the  advantage  of  his  fitu- 
ation,  may  avail  himfelf  of  it,  and  reply  in  the 
fame  plaufible  and  infufficient  manner.  How- 
ever, having  done  thus  much,  I  think  I  nlay  be 
excufed  from  proceeding  any  farther  in  this  Way  t 
and  for  the  future  content  myfclf  with  corrcdting 
any  real  overfights  which  this,  or  any  other  wri- 
ter, (hall  convince  me  that  I  Have  made.  Thia 
I  fhali  certainly  do  the  fxrfk  proper  opportunity  ^ 
and  for  this,  I  am  confident,  the  publiCf  before 
wliom  I  fay  it,  will  give  me  credit. 

As  I  make  this  remonttrance  under  fb  great 
difadvantage,  I  think  I  may  require^  that  if  my 
tritxc  fhduld  not  chiift  to  nieet  me  on  even 
ground,  that  is,  in  a  feparate  pamphlet,  he 
Chould,  ^t  Icaft^  give  his  name  $  and  indeed  he 

a  3  has 


F  R  B  F  A  C  & 


has  Timianjr  engaged  to  do  fo,  by  (aying  f,  ^  If 
Dr.  Pricftiey  can  fairly  acquit  himfclf  o4  ciof 
charge  of  inif-coiiftni£iion»  and  miftafcrj 
will  acknowledge  the  injuftice  of  theic  im^ 
madverfioos.    Aad  i£       are  cottwiQpd  at 
mif-conftru£tion,  mif-rcprcfentation,   or  inif- 
take,  we  will  ki/s  the  rod.'*    For  it  is  cpab- 
ling  with  the  public  to  talk  of  kiffiy^  ^ 
and  at  the  lame  time  inccndiug  to  remain 
QDymous.   And  I  thiiik  he  will  banfly  iaf^ 
after  reading  my  reply,  and  recriminatioo,  tiuf 
lie  ha&  been  guilty  of  no  mirconftru^ioii^  mm 
lepreientarion,  no  miftake;  not  to  fay  that  cxag- 
gcrauon  of  real  errors  requires  ackiH>wlcdgrtifia, 
aa  well  as  mifreprefeocatioos  and  la 
all  thefe  refpcfts,  I  challenge  niy  aitic  to  be 
in^auous  aa  mylclf. 


It  may  be  faid  that  I  ought,  at  kaft^  to  have 
Waited  till  the  review  of  my  work  was  doled. 
But  I  do  not  know  when  that  will  be;  and  be* 
fidca  the  Reviewer  has  laid  I,  ^  Wcihall»ia  mm^ 
^  other  article,  give  a  genera':  ^cv^t:^v  or"  Dr. 
^  Prieilley  s  work,  and  leave  wimadvcdiQos  aa 
^  odicrs^^  I  chufe,  tfaerefere  accotding  n  the 
good  old  adage  (of  whkh  I  am  kidocn  uaoaiiid^ 
Ad)  not  to  ieare  that  to  the  tnormr  which  mxf 
as  well  be  Jwac  co  w^y* 

What  I  ;feivxice  in  th's  publiridon  is  mercJr 
11^  my  owA  ikticace,.  aad  witiiouc  the  ka&  iaaoH 

tl^»  5r*^ 
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PREFACE:  %ri# 

tion  of  hurting  the  Monthly  Review^  But  ^ 
muft  obfervc,  in  general,  that  repeated  mifreprc- 
fentations  of  works  in  which  the  public  fhall  hercn 
after  difcern  real  merit,  notwithftanding  fuch  at-*, 
tempts  to  overbear  it,  \^i]l  neceffarily  briog  aay 
publication  of  the  kind  into  difcredit  with  xnett 
of  fenfe  and  candour. 

I  will  venture  to  fey  that  no  work  of  any  extent 
will  bear  to  be  treated  as  this  of  mine  has  been, 
viz.  by  exhibiting  its  fuppofed  defcfts  only,  witb-» 
out  mentioning  any  one  thing  with  refpeft  to  it». 
olje^y  or  execution,  that  is  praifeworthy,  or  eve» 
right.  Had  my  Hiftory  of  Ele^ruity  been  re- 
viewed in  the  fame  captious  manner,  it  nfiight 
have  been  with  the  fame  efFeft.  I  do  not  charge 
this  writer  with  any  want  of  learning  or  ability. 
In  thofe  refpefts  he  may  be  much  my  fuperior, 
but  with  a  want  of  that  candour  without  which 
there  can  be  no  true  judgment  of  the  real  value 
of  any  work  of  man.  And  we  have  no  angels  ei-» 
thcr  to  write  books,  or  to  review  them. 

The  reader  will  alfo,  I  hope,  confider,  that  over- 
fights  and  miftakes  which  are  venial  in  the  comr 
piler  of  a  large  fyftematical  work,  are  unpardon- 
able in  one  who  voluntarily  fteps  forth  with  nq 
other  view  than  to  criticife  and  difcredit  it. 

This  bufmcfs  will  not>  I  hope,  be  without 
fome  advantage  ;  as  befidcs  the  Addiiional  Obfer-. 
vaticns  it  has  led  me  to  make,  relating  to  the 
ftate  of  antient  opinions  concerning  the  perfon  of 

"  Clvift 
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m.        P  R  E       A  C  E 

Chrift  in  this  pamphlet  (and  to  which  what  there 
it  in  it  rtUting  to  fnyfdf,  and  my  own  juft  de^ 
*  fence,  bears  but  a  finall  proportion)  it  may  lead 
to  a  fuller  diicuffioa  of  the  fubjed:.  And  I  now 
profefs,  chat  in  the  Cune  full  and  friendly  man* 
ncr  in  which  I  engaged  with  Dr.  Price  on  the 
fubjeds  of  Matiriali/m  and  M^efity,  and  with  the 
Bilhop  of  Waterford,  on  that  of  the  Duration  of 
4Mr  Saviour's  minijiry^  I  am  ready  to  enter,  with 
any  perfon  of  learning  and  ability,  upon  the  dif« 
cuflion  of  the  ftate  of  opinions  concerning  Chrift^  dn-^ 
ttiiimt  U  the  commit  iof  Nice.  My  prelent  ideas 
on  the  fubjeft  ut  clearly  expreffed,  p.  34  of 
this  pamphlet  1  but  I  ihall  be  ready  to  retrad 
whatever  I  ihall  be  proved  to  have  advanced  too 
haftily  and  inconfiderately,  and  I  will  heartily 
join  with  my  opponent  in  fe arching  it  to  the 
bottom.   I  wifli  only  for  a  fair  and  generous  an- 

tagonift ;  and  this  for  the  fake  of  keeping  clofe 
to  the  ferious  argument^  in  which  alone  the  pub^ 
lie  is  interefted# 

I  confider  this  kind  of  controverfial  writing 

as  of  fingular  ufc,  and  I  refleft  upon  my  for- 
mer publications  of  this  kind  with  much  fatis- 
ftftiori,  as  containing  as  free  and  as  fufll  a  dif- 
-'tulfion  of  feveral  important  fubjei^is  as  was  evef 
given  ID  the  public. 

'^ym  the  hiore  at  liberty  for  this  ihvtfti^- 
ifctm  as  Mr.  Gibbon  has  abfolutely  declined  to* 
difcufs  with  me,  as  T  propofed  to  him,  the  hi/" 
tprki^l  mdinces  of  Cbrijlianiiy  \  and  infbop  Ho^ 

has 
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)^as  not  thought  proper  to  take  any  notice  what^ 
ever  of  what  I  addrefled  to  him  on  the  fubjed 
of  the  reforoiaiioa  of  church  ^abUjhmenti^ 


1 

♦ 

As  I  Hnd  it  has  been  fuppofed,  nnuch  to 
my  prejudiccj  that  in  my  late  iituadon  I  was 
engaged  as  a  party  writer\  I  fhall  take  thb 
opportunity  of  fayingt  that  I  never  wrote  a 
political  pamphlet)  or  a  political  paragraph  all 
the  time  that  that  conneftion  fubfifted,  nor  was 
1  ever  requefted  fo  to  do.  It  would  have  beea 
a  violation  of  the  mod  eflcntial  article  on  whicR 
that  connefbion  was  formed.  How^  or  tobjp 
\t  wat  diflbtved>  atxnit  which  there  have  jbecn 
many  furmifes^  concerns  no  pcrfons  but  tho 
jpartiea  themfelvcs.  .  ^ 

Birmingham,  July  ai>  1783. 

* 

I 
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« 

I}I  the.  preface  tQ  my  l^rtc  Hijior^  9/ 
Corruptions  of  Cbrijlianitj^  I  obfcrved*, 
that     ia  a  fubjc£t  fo  copious  as  this,  1 

am  far  Trorh  fuppofing  it  probable  that  I  have  , 
made  no  miftakes,  notwithftanding  i  have  iiicd 
all  the  care  and  precaution  that  I  could.  If  any 
V  fuch  be  pointed  out  to  me,  whcihcr  it  bc 
"  by  a  friend  or  :ia  enemy,  I  fiiall  be  glad  to 
avail  myfelf  of  the  intimation,  in  cafe  there 
&ould  be  a  demand  for  ^  fecond  edition/* 

V 

I  now  fit'  down  to  fulfil  this  promife,  tvm 
ficforc  that  demand  be  made,  that  I  may  give 
the  carlicfl:  proof  of  my  attachment  to  truth, 
aind  of  my  readinefs  to  correft  any  overfight 
tliat  I  may  have  been  guilty  of.  But  thole 
"which  I  have  hitherto  been  convinced  of 
are  fo  vtry  feiw',  and  fo  very  incbnfider- 
able  (not  in  the  leaft  afieding  my  main  objed^ 
or  any  one  jpofition  or  argument  of  moment  in 
it  )  that  this  early  appearance  before  the 
public  requires  an  apology,  and  this  is 
two  -  fold  :    firft,  to  anfwer   fonie  plaufi* 

ble* charges  of  much  greater  errors  arid  iiiipci- 
ifcAions,  but  chiefly  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  adTancing  fome  additional  ohjeroations  in  fup-> 
port  of  one  principal  obje£l  in  my  work^  which 
\vz%  CO  produce  evidence  in  favour  of  the  doc*- 

•  Page  20* 
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^  Of  the  oldeji  OfwioHs 

trine  of  the  pn4>cr  and  fimple  humanity  <rf 
Chrift  having  been  the  original  belief  of  boib 
the.  Jewifli  and  Gentile  churches. 

After  an  introdu£lion  calculated  to  tort  mf 
attempt  into  ridicule >  the  writer  of  the  Monthly 
Review  for  June  1783,  fays,  "  Dn  Pricfticfs 
own  fcntimcnrs  on  this  fubjed,"  (meaning  the 
Socintan  *  )  "  are  well  known,  and  if  rcpc- 
"  ticion  could   enforce   convidion,    he  would 
^  long  ere   now,  have  fcen    tae   wilhes  of 
««  his  heart  acconnplilhed/'    I  do  own  that  I 
have   no  '  wi(h   nearer   to    my    heart  th-m 
this,  ariling  from  the  fuiieft  perfuafioo,  thtt 
fuch,  anU  uch  only,  is  l1)c  doflrinco/  the  fcrlp^ 
tures  concerning  Chrifl:  \  that  every  tiling  that 
has  been  added  to  the  prtmitiw  idea  of  die 
naturc  of  Chrift,  has  been  derived  from  the  vain 
imaginations  of  fpeculative  but  iocoofidettt 
men  i  wlio  did  ncK  rc^iecl  dut  the  proper  glory 
of  Chrift  is  his  being  the  meficngcr  of  Gody 
fpcaking  and  afting  by  him  5  and  who  by  giv-^ 
in^  him  a  divine  and  fuper^angelic  luturc,  have 
raifed  fuch  difficulties  to  tbe  rcceptioo  6[  the 
goljpel  by  Jews,  Mahoaiecans,  ood  Heaxhcns, 
as  can  never  be  removed  bat  by  goii^  b9tk 
to  the  priuiidvc  f^ith  on  this  fufcg^L 

* 

DiCigrecable  as  this  publication  mud,  fiftm 
ihft  lauvUfc  gi       he  to  oic,  1  rgoicc  that  it 

•  P.  516^ 
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gives  me  another  opi^orrunity  of  bearing  my* 
teftimony  to  the.  gf^u  aad  imponant  truth  ot 
the  proper  humanity  of  Chrift,  commonly  call* 
Jed  Socinianilai,  though  I  aai  far  from  confid^r- 
iQg  myfelf  as  being  what  this  writer  calls  mcj^ 
r//  great  advotate^  There  is  another  perfoa 
y/ho  has  borne  a  very  diffc;renr,  and  a  muclj^ 
sport  powerful  kind  of  teftimouy  to  it,  than  anjr 

that  I  have  done  ,  and  oa  rhis  accoiiiit  I  fhall 
always  honor  him  as  the  ^rjt  Soanian^  and  I 
Will  add  (me  of  tbi  firfi  drifiiiUts^  of  this  agf 
and  country. 

I  fhall  now  proceed  to  mention  all  the  mtl^ 
takes,  with  which  I  have  been  charged,  and  fhall 
ivith  great  franknefs  plead  guilty  wherever  I  da 

Hot  feel  myfelf  inaoccau 

■ 

SECTION  t 

Of  the  Nazarensj,  Eiionites,  and  Alogi. 

I AM  toId^  that  «^  Toland,  the  infidel^  iH 
his  Nazarenus  (  fo  well  anfwered  by 
Moihcim)  has  laboured  to  prove  that  the  Na- 
zarenes  and  Ebionites  were  the  fame  clafs  of 

"  chriftians,  and  the  true  original  believers  in 
«  Jcfus'\ 

■ 

•  This  piece  of  Tohnd's  I  do  not  rccolleft  to 
have  fcen,  nor  have  I  ever  met  with  Moflxcim'a 

•P. 
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anfwer  to  it;  bat  die  opinion  of  Mr.  ToUndl 
thkt  the  Nazarencs  and  Ebionites  were  the  fame 
people^  h  ikiainuined  hj  Lc  Clerc  and  other 
eminent  critics,  fo  thai  few  perfons  at  this  time, 
have,  I  believe^  much  doubt  on  the  fubje^*  It 
muft,  1  think,  be  right  for  this  obvidu*  ndSoti, 
viz.  that  their  peculiar  opinions  are  reprefcnted 
by  the  moft  refpedable  authorities  as  the  vcrf 
fame  ;  only  feme  have  thought  that  the  Naza* 
renes  believed  the  miraculous  conception,  and 
the  Ebionites  nor.  But  Epiphanios  fmys^y  ht 
does  not  know  whether  the  Na2arenes  believed 
Chrift  to  be  a  mere  man,  or  to  have  had  a 

miraculous  conception  ;  and  the  Ebionites  arc 
cxprelbly  dcfcribed  both  by  Origen  and  EuiTblM 
as  confifting  of  iwo  fcrisy  one  of  wtiich  held 
tbac  Chrift  was  the  fon  oi  Joieph  and  Mary^  and 
the  other  that  his  conception  was  miractsloust- 

Epiphanius  alfo  cxprefsly  fays  J,  that  Ebio.i, 
(whom  he  ^  took  to  be  the  father  of  the 
Ebionites)  held  the  fame  opinion  with  the 
iNazarenes.  I  alio  think  it  may  be  clearly  in* 
lerred  from  Jeromes  Epiftle  to  Auftui§,  that 
the  Ebionites^  the  Mmei^  and  the  Nazartnej^ 
-were  ail  the  fame  people. 

How  then  have  I  been  fo  "  precipitate," 
as  this  writer  fays  I  have  be<:n^  ^<  ia  coo* 

•  H.xr.  7()y  Sec,  7,  Opera,  vol.  i,  p.  123, 
f  See  Origen  contra  Celfam,  lib.  5,  p.  272.    In  Mate. 
Traft.  13,  Cap.  20,  Opcra^vol.  a,  p.  88.   £ufchu  UilU 
£ccler.  Iibr5»  Cap.  27,  p.  121. 
X  Hxr.  30>  Sea*  1,  vol.  t,  p,  125^ 
t  Ton.  1^  p.  634, 

*f  eluding 
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eluding  that  the  Nazarenes  and  £bionit£^ 
were  the  fame  people?"  He  fays,  ^*  we  have 
ftrong  I eafon  to  luppofe  that  the  early  mem- 

«  bers  of  both  k&s  differed  coniiderabJy  in 
articles  of  faith/'   I  can  ,only  fay  that  I 

fliould  be  glad  to  fee^  ,and  have  an  oppor^  . 

tunity  of  examining,  thi;&  Jtrong  reafan. 

This  writer  wi  flies  to  know .  in  ^bat  part 
of  Origen's  works  I  find  any  mention  of  the 
Nazarenes.  I  anfwer  that  as  he  defcribes  thp 
opinions  of  the  Ebionites  as  being  the  fame  x 
vnth  thofe  which  others  afcribe  to  the  Naza^ 
renes^  be  fuficiently  appears  to  have  had  no 
idea  of  any  difference  between  them;  but  I 
own  I  expreffed  myfelf  rather  incorreftly,  when  . 
I  faid  he  acknowUdgiui  that  there  vyas  no  dif- 
ference between  them*  Tillemont  fays»  that 
Origen  feems  to  have  con(ounJcd  the  two 
fe£b  §,  fo  that  l^is  expreiiion  is  pretty  nearly 
the  fame  with  i^fiy  own« 

No  perlpn,  I  think,  pan  refied  upon  thH 

fubjeft  with  proper  ferioufnefs,  without  thinking 
it  a  little  extraordinary,  that  the  Jcwirti  chriftians, 
in  fo  early  an  s^e  as  they  are  fpoken  of,  ihould 
be  acknowledged  to  believe  nothing  either  of 
the  divinity,  or  even  of  the  pre-cxiftencc  of 
Chrift,  if  cither  pf  thofc  dp6krincs  had  been 
taught  them  by  the  apoft^es..  Could  they  io 
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icon  have  delcrtcd  fo  important  an  article  of 
their  faich,  lod  ib  lately  Mtoifed  to  ftg  Smimi 
and>  having  once  believed  Chrift  to  be  cicisa 
the  fupreme  God,  or  *  a- fuper-angelic  Jpii^ 
liave,  contiary  to  the  general  propenfify  erf*  hu- 
man naturei  whi(h  has  always  been  to  #gf^<f«- 
dizi^  rather  than  to  iegraii  a  Lord  aad  Mat- 
ter  (  bccaulc  it   is,   in  fad,   to  aggrandize 

themfeim)  come  lb  geomlly,  if  doc  mii- 

vtiLiDv,  to  bciifve  him  to  be  nothing  mosx 
than  a  mere  man,  and  even  the  Son  oL  Jolcpii 
and  Mary? 

That  the  Alegi  were  'thofe  Gentiles  who  Add 

the  fame  tenets  with  the  Ebionfites,  or  Naza- 
nnes,  among  the  Jews,  'is  uni^erftHy  acknow- 
ledged. Aihanafius  rcprefents  all  the  Jewifi; 
believers  as  having  held  that  Chrift  was  only 
a  man,  and  fays  that  they  drew  tbe  Geo* 
fiks  into  the  fame  opinion  i  and  this  is  men- 
tioned by  him  not  in  controFeriy,  init  in- 
cidtrnrally,  though  very  much  at  large.  It  is^ 
therefore,  the  more  worthy  of  credit  i  and 
cfpecially  as  he  htmfelf  does  not  leem  to 
have  been  aware  of  the  very  obvious  infer- 
jrence  thsit  may  be  drawn  from  his  conceffioiL 
Accordingly,  it  is  not  denied  that  thele 
were  coniidered  as  part  of  the  body  of  Gen- 
tile chriftians,  without  having  ever  been  ex- 
communicated ;  fo  that  it  is  plain  that  tiicy 

were  opt  fieemed  herccicSf    A  heretic  the  a* 

poftle 
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pofilc  Paul  fays  was  to  be  rejeclcd  after  the 
firjl  and  Jecend  admenUion^  and  the  cariy  chrift** 
ians  were  but .  too  ready  to  ufe,  and  to  ex- 
tcndj  any  dircfiion  of  this  kiocj. 

Let  any  perfon  at  all  acquainted  with  the  eager 
contentious  fpirit  of  thofc  times,  and  particularly 
the  attention  that  was  tiniverlally  given  to  every 
thing  th.it  favored  of  hercfy^  think,  wh/lher  it  be 
at  all  probable,  that  if  the  majority  of  chriftians 

.in  thofe  days  had  held  the  doctrine  of  the  di« 
vinity,  or  fuper-angelic  nature  of  Chrift,  they 
would  have  fuffiered  to  continue  in  commu- 
nion with  them,  perfons  who  openly  denied 
thofe  fav©urice  dodrines,  and  whofc  rife  and 
progrefs  they  could  eafily  trace.  On  the  con- 
trary, thefc  early  Unitarian  chriftians  were  not 
only  tolerated,  but  wc  find  them  mentioned 
with  refpeftv  and  even  apologies  are  made  to 

[  them  by  thofe  who  held  the  doArine  of  the 
Trinity  i  which  appears  to  have  fliocked  thcfe 
Unitarians  very  much.  But  the  generality  of 
thefc  Unitarians  were  what  Tertullian  calls  Juiot.e 
unlearned^  and  therefore  we  haye  none  of  thcic 
connplaints  from  themfelves. 
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SECTION  ir. 

Of  the  inference  from  Hegeft^pus. 

I HAVE  inferred  from  the  filcncc  of  Hegc- 
fippus  with  refpcft  to  the  Nazaicnes  or  Ebi- 
oniccd^  in  his  lift  of  heretics^  th^c  he»  being  a 
Jewifli  chriftian,  was  one  of  them}  and  this 
is  afcribcd  by  my  critic  f,  to  my  "  zeal 
to  Jiipport  a  fyfiem  at  all,  bawrds."  This 
however,  I  cannot  help  thinking  to  be  highly 
probable.  He,  being  a  Jewifh  chriftian  him- 
iclf>  could  not  but  be  well  acquainted  with 
the  prevailing  opinions  of  the  Jewiih  chrii^ians^ 
I  lie  mott  confpicuous  of  which,  it  canviot  be 
denied^  was  the  opinion  of  Qirift's  being  a 
mere  man.  Now,  can  it  be  fuppofed  tKat  if 
^;ie  himfclf  had  been  what  is  now  caiicd  an 
orthodox  chriftian,  that  is  a  Trinitarian,  or  even 
an  Arian,  he  would  have  wholly  omitted  the 
jnention  of  the  Ebionites  in  any  pretend- 
ed lift  of  heretics  of  his  time, '  had  k  been 
ever  fo  fliort  a  one,  and  this  confifts  of. 
no  lefs  tlien  eleven  articles?  Alfo,  can  it 
be  fuppofed  that  Eufebius,  who  fpeaks  of  die 
Ebionites  with  fo  much  hatred  and  contempt, 
would  have  omitted  to  copy  this  article  if  ic 
had  been  in  the  lift;  and  yet  my  critic  fays, 
liuw  do  wc  know  that  tiic  Euionucs  were 
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\\  omitted  Their  not  being  jnfcrted  ia  th,ft 
lift  by  fuch  a  perfbn  as  Eufebius,  muft,  I  thinl^^ 

fatisfy  any  perfon,  who  ha^  ao  fyftem  to  fup- 
porCj  with  rcfped  to  this  article,  A  (tronger 
tive  argument  can  hardly  be  imagined.   As  to 
Hegefippus    Iiii^ifclf,   we  muft  judge  of  his 
iecliogs  and  condudt  as  we  fhogld  of  thole  <}f 
any  perfon  at  this  day  in  a  fituation  fimilar 
to  his.    Now  did  any  fubfequent  ecclefiaftical 
hiftorian,  or  did  any  modern  divine  of  the  or- 
thodox faithj  ever  omit  Arians  or  Socinians,  or 
names  lynonymous  to  them  (who  always  wer^, 
and  ftUl  are  in  the  higheft  degree  obnoxious^ 
to  them)  in  a  lift  of  heretics  ? 

Had  the;  faith  of  the  early  chriftians  been 

cither  that  Chrift  was .  true  and  very  God,  or 
a  fuper-angelic  fpirit,  the  m^ker  of  the  worlds 
and  of  all  things  vifible  ^d  invifible  under 
God,  and  had  Hegefippus  himfelf  retained 
fhat  f^itb,  while  the  g^enerality^  or  only  any 
confiderable  number  of*  his  countrymen  had 
departed  from  ii,  i(  could  not  but  ^ave  beea 
upi^n  his  mind^  and  have,  excited  the  fame  in- 
dignation that  the  opinions  of  the  Arians  and 
Socinians  excite  in  the  minds  of  thofe  who 
are  called  orthodox  att;his  day.  Nay,  in  his 
circumftanccs,  fuch  a  defcftion  fronri  that  ini- 
pc^rtant  article  of  iaith  in  his  own  country-  ' 
men,  after  having  been  fb  recently  taught  the 
contrary  by  the  apoftles  thcmfelvcs,  w^hofc 
writings  they  ftill  i^ad  with  them^  mull  have 
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^ciced  a  much  greater  degree  ot  furprise  and 

indignation  than  a  fimilar  defeftion  would  have 
occaQqned  in  any  other  people^  qj:  in  any  later 
*fimes. 

» 

Lafttyi  Hegefippus  quoting  the  fame  gofpei 
that  was  in  uffe  among  the  Ebionites,  might 
alfo  have  been  allcdgcd  as  a  prefumpuon  chac 
he  was  one  of  them, 

♦ 

My  opponent  fays  t>  "      «  as  remark- 

able    that   Hegefippus  fhould   have  omit- 
ted  the  Ccriothians  as  the  Ebionites."  How 
difTerencly  do  we  judge  of  things  being  rr-* 
f^iarkablt'i    or   extraordinary.    I  fee  nothing:  at 
all  extraordinary  in  the  omiflion  ot  the  Ccrio- 
thians in  this  lift  of  heretics  by  Hegefippus ; 
as  they  were  only  one  branch  of  the  Gnoitics, 
feveral  of  who^i  are  in  his  liftj  and  ic  is  not 
improbable  that  chefc  Cerlnthian?  having  been 
bne  of  the  earlieft  branches  might  have  been 
very  inconfiderable^    perhaps  extindt  in  his 
time;  I  do  not  know  that  they  are  mentioned 
.by  any  ancient  writer  as  exifting  fo  late  as  the 
time  of  HegeGppus;  and  as  they  feem  to 
have  been  pretty  much  confined  to  fome  parts 
of  Ada  Minor,  and  cfpccially   Galatia,  which 
\  was  very  remote  from  the  ieat  6f  the  Ebionites, 
they  might  never   have  extended  lb  far ;  and 

therefore  he  might  not  have  heard  much  about 
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ciiam.  WhSresls  the  -Ebiemtes  -wcfe  "St  that 
Very  irme  in  their  full  vigor,  and  though  their 
opinions'(being  then  alitidft  univerfal  hi  what  wis 
called  the  catholic  church)  had  not  begun  ;tb 
give  ofience,  they  ^ere  afterwards  the  objeO: 
che  moft  viM^t  hatred  to  the  other  chnftians, 
#ind  coxuinued  to  be  fa  as  long  as  they  iubiUl^d* 

That  HegePippus,  though  an  Unitarian  himr* 
Ttlft  fltould  fpeak  as  be  does  t>f  the -ftate  of 

opinions    in    the  fevcral    churches    which  he 
vifucd,   as  then  retaining  the  right  faichj  is* 
*I  think,  very  nacural.  -The  'only  hefefy  drtt 
difturbed   the   apoftte   John,    and  thercfofQ 
'Other  Jewith  chriftians  in  general,  -^waa  that 

of  the  Gnodics ;  and  almoil  all  the  eleven 
different  )&inds  of  herefies,  enumerated  by  this 
writer  are  probably  only  difFerent  branches  of 
(hat  one  great  hcrcfy.  If,  therefore, the  churches 
"n^hich  he  viflted  were -free  from  Gnoftkifm,  he 
*v^ould  naturally  fay'  that  they  retained  the 
right  faith.  For  as  to  the  dodlrine  of  the 
ferfontjication  of  the -Logos,  hcJd  then  "by  Juftin 
Martyr,  and  perhaps  a  few  others^  it  im 
n6t,  in  its  origin,  fo  very  ahurming  a  things 

and  very  probably  this  plain  man  l^ad  aoc  at. 
all  xonfidered  its  nature  and  tendency^ 

He,  as  an  Unicariim^  believed  that  all  the  > 
'Extraordinary  power  exerted  by  Chrift  was 
that   of  the   Father  refiding    in   him,  and 
^aiking  and  afting  bf  himi   and  he  might 
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men  of  great  name,  and  a  credit  co  the  caxifc, 
held  in  fa6t  tlie  fame  thin^  when  tiuej  i^iul 
that  this  Logos  of  theirs  was  nor  dieljogot 

pf  the  Gnofucs^  but  tlut  of  John  the  Evao- 
geliftt  or  tlfc  wtfdom  and  fomtK  of  God 
himfelf.  And  though  this  might  appear  to  Kim 
as  a  thing  that  he  could  ciot  well  under- 
ftand,  he  might  not  think  that  fjbtte  wm 
any  herefy,  or  much  harm  in  iu  H^d  he 
been  told  (but  this  he  could  only  have  had 
from  infplfation)  that  this  fpcviious  p>crfonifi- 
fifi^n  oi  the  divine  Logos  would*  about  two 
centuries  afterwards,  end  in  the  dodrioe  of 
the  perfcd  equality  of  the  Son  with  the  Fa^zba^ 

this  plain  gpod  man  ought  have  bc^  ^  Ikcle 

lUrilcd, 

That  Eufebius,  and  others,  flioold  ipedt  of 
Hegcfippus  with  reQ>e6k  (from  which  my  cri- 
tic  argues  %    that.      he  could  not  poffiUf 

have  been  an  Ebionlte,*')  appears  to  me  no- 
thing extraordinary,  though  it  Ihould  have  been 
known  to  th^m  that  he  was  one ;  confidering 
that  they  quote  him  only  as  an  Hiftcrian ;  and 
fujijpoiing  vhat  is  very  probable,  that  he  did 
not  treat  particularly  of  doftrinal  matters,  but 
confined  himfelf  to  the  ads  of  the  apo(Uei^ 
and  other  faiftoricai  tircumftaaces  attending  die 
pro^ag^iiun  of  the  Goljpcl  i  ef^ciaiiy  as  jie 

•  Sso# 
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^sts  the  only  hiftorian  of  that  age,  and  had 
always  been  held  in  cfteem,  A  man  who  is 
once  in  pofieffioh  of  the  general  good  opU 
m6n  will  not  be  ccnfurcd  lightly,  cfpccially  by 
fuch  men  as  Eufebius.  Can  it  be  fuppofcd  alio 
that  Eufebius,  in  expreisly  quoting  antient  autbo^ 

ritujs  againft  thole  ^7ho  held  the  opinion  of  the 
fjrnpie  hunaanity  of  Chrift^  would  not  have  ciied 
Hcgefippus  as  well  as  Irrnfleus,  Juftin  Martyr, 
and  others,-  if  he  could  have  found  any  thing 
\n  him  for  his  purpofe  i  This  may  be  con-^ 
fidered  as  a  proof  that  there  was.  nothing  in 
that  work  unfavourable  to  the  doftrine  of  the 
Ebionites.  A  negative  argument  can  hardly  be 
ftronger  than  this. 

My  critic  calls  the  argument  for  Hegefip* 

pus  being  an  Ebionite,  from  his  omiffion  of 
the  Ebionites  in  his  lift  of  Jewilh  heretics,  "  a 
weak  and  impotent  (tmclnfion     and  becauie  I 
inllrt  it  in  my  Summary  View  of  the  evidence 
for  the  primitive  chnftians  holding  the  dod^rinc 
Of  the  fimple  humanity  of  Chrift;  he  fays, 
We  are  forry  to  fee  a  man  of  luch  fuperior 
qualitications  reduced  to  an  expedient  io  pre-* 
carious  as  this/*    Let  the  reader  attend  to 
the  confiderations  I  have  now  urged,  and  fay 
whofe  conclufion  is  weak  and  imfeSeni,  mine 
that  Hegcfippus  probably  was  one,  or  his  that 
he  couU  not  have  been  an  Ebionite.   I  0iaU 
continue  this  argument  in  my  fumnuay  vkm' 
till  I  fee  much  better  reaf<Jn  for  difplacing  it. 
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SECTION  IIL 

what  may  he   inferred  from  Jujiin  Martjf 
£on€irning  ibe  fiaU  of  opinions  in  bis  iirne^ 

MY  critic  fays  Our  greateft  objcc- 

tton  lies  againft  Dr.  Pricftley's  re- 
prcfentatiori  of  the  opinion  of  Juftin  Maityr<» 
*^  He  firft  tranflatcs  a  paffage  of  that  anticnt 
father's  writings  in  equivocal  terms^  and  thea 
draw;.  :i  conclufion  from  it  in  direft  oppofitiom 
^  to  its  original  dcfign.    Nor  fcouid  I  be  pre-* 
••^irailed  upon  by  ever  fo  many  «  whd 
hold  that  o^iiiiua.    This  Juftin  is  made  ta 
«  fay,'' 

Now  I  maintain  that  my  tranflation  of  the 

pafiagc,  though,  not  literati,  is  and  not  in  tJie 
kflft  njMivooai,  and  oiiOf e(»yer  it  is,  of  the  two ,  kft 
favourable  to  my  own  purpofe  than  his  tranflation, 
▼iz.  the  m^joniy  of  Chrilliansi  and  thererorc  1 
OHild  not  poffibly  mean  to  take  any  unfair  method 
in  drawing  my  conclullou,  whether  oi\  the  w  hole, 
k  be  well  or  iii-ibunded*  For  certainly  the 
phrafe  &oer  fo  manyy  carries  the  mind  beyond 
the  idea  of  a  bare  nnajority,  viz.  as  nearly  as 
pofliblc  to  the  whole  namber»  leaving  as  (ew 
ia  any  pcrfon  plcafcs  for  the  fom^  ferfans  twk» 
who  are  oppofed  to  tlie  ever  Jo  manj,  or  majcruys 
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E'.Mi  !c5  the  critic,  by  confidering  the  whole 
fenteoce  as  a  conclufion  from   Juftinf^ ,  mijf* 
takes  the  ground  of  my  obfervation  ;  ima- 
gining ic  U  wholly  founded  on  the  quotation 
from  that  writer,  whereas  it  is  in  part  a  probable 
opinion  of  my  own.    I'hac  the  reader  may  judge 
for  himfelf  I  fball  here  give  the  fcntence  intire* 
This  language  has  all  the  appearance  of  an 
"  apology  for  an  opinion  contrary  to  the  general 
and  prevailing  one    as  that  of  the  hwtianiijr* 
of  Chrift  (at  lead  with   the  belief  of  the 
miraculous  conception)  probably  was  in  his 
"  time."    The  latter  part  of  the  fentence  is 
•wholly  my  own;  and  not  an  inference  from 
Juftia,  and  it  is  an  opinion  for  wbicb  I  ihali 
iooo  gjive  fii^ucni:  rctifoQ. 

It  is  enough  for  me  if  I  do  not  mifreprcfcnt 
my  author,  by  a  wrong  interpretation  of  his  own 
words.    As  to  the  gr^und^  or  tehur  that  there 
may  be  for  my  own  obfervation^  the  reader  muflt^ 
judge  betweeiii  us,  and  to  this  I  have  no  ob-* 
jedtion.     And  indeed  I  am  fully  fatisficd  that 
the     or  Jme^  of  Jafttn  Martyr  were  in  fa&» 
the  irxnrlci  or  the  majority,  and  I  even  think  it 
not  improbable,  from  the  complexion  of  the 
ibitence,  that  Juftin  might  be  aware  thdt  it 
might  be  objedted  to  him,  that  even  the  ma- 
jonty  of  chriftians  held  an  opinion^  different 
from  bis  i  aad  tlut  wlia  a  view  to  this,  he 
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bid  than  he  fliouid  not  be  infiuenced  by  iti 

though  it  ihould  be  io. 

TcmilHan  cxprefsly  fays  that  if  ifras  the  pre- 
vailing opinion  fifty  years  after  that,  and  it  is 
t^U  known  that  th&t  doArine  kept  lofing,  and 

not  gaining  ground,  \t\  all  thit  periods  Accord- 
ing to  him,  it  was  held  by  the  idiota^  the  com- 
mon unlearned  chtiftians,  who  he  fays,  are  al- 
ways the  majority  of  believers  (qux  major  fem- 
per  credentium  pars  efl.) 

► 

Bcfidcs  this  diredt  teftirnony,   the  thing  is 
highly  probable  from  other  c6nfider4ti6ns«  If 
'  this  had  not  been,   at  leaf!:,  a  very  general 
opinion,  it  can  hardly  be  fuppofed  that  any 
writer  would  have  fpoken  of  it  with  fa  much  - 
tenclcrncfs  and  fefpeff  as  Juftin  has  done,  cc*i- 
fidering  how  very  ditfcient  it  was  from  his 
own  opinion,  for  which  I  ftill  think  that  his 
lang;i]age  wears  a  fnfficient  appearance  of  an  npo- 
JoLH  .    He  alfo  fcems  to  intimate,  lome  degree  ot"" 
douit  with  refped.  to  hh  opinion;  when  he 
fays  than      if  he  rtiould  noL  be  able  to  prove 

the  pre-exijlence  of  Chrift,  the  doctrine  of  his 
V  M^abjhip  woukl  not  be  affedsKl  by  it." 
Why  ihould  he  provide  this  retreat,  if  iic  had 
DO  fecret  fuipicion  of  the  ground  on  which  " 
he  ftood? 

If  we  confider  the  time  in  which  Juftin 

wrote,  viz,  abouL  A,  Df  14.0^  that   is  about 
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righty  years  after  the  time  of  the  apoftles,  and 

compare  with  it  the  account  that  Athanafius 
gives  us  of  the  ftate  of  opinions  among  the 
J ews^ -and  Gentiles  in  fheir.time,  we  can  hard- 
ly doubt  (v/hether  Jufrin  Martyr  confcnVs  it 
or  not)  thar  the  doclrine  of  the  Ample  liu* 
manity  of  Chrtft  thuft  liaVc  bech  thc'  pi^vail-  , 
ing  ()nc  in  his  time.  Athanafius  fays  that  the 
Jews,  meaning  the  Jewifli  chridians  were  fo 
fully  perfuaded  concerning  the  fimple  humanity 
of  their  Mefilah,  that  the  apoftles  did  not 
chufe  to  inform  them,  except  in  an  indirect 
manner  (of  which  he  gives  many '  inftances) 
that  Chrifl:  was  any  thing  more  than  a  man^ 
and  that  the  Gentiles  were  drawn  by  the 
Jews  into  the  fame  opinion. 

Since,  therefore,  according  to  this  mofi:  un« 

exceptionable  account,  as  it  was  only  an  indi^ 
re£t  evidence  of  the  divine  or  fuper-angelic 
nature  of  Chrift  that  the  Jewifh  chriftians  (by 
whom  the  gofpel  was  communicated  ro  the 
Gentiles)  were  ever  favoured  with ;  can  it  bo 
tiiought  probable,  fo  highly  avci  Tc  as  the  ac-* 
count  itfelf  ftaces  the  Jews  to  have  been  to 
the  idea  of  any  fuper<*human  nature  in  Chrift, 
that  they  ili^uld,  by  their  own  reafoning  alone 
.  on  the  fubje^k,  have  generally  abandoned  their 
favourite  doftrinc,  in  fo  fliort  a  time  as  fourfcore 
years?  Or  if,  from  iome  mod  unaccountable 
caufe,  and  without  any  perfon  of  great  authority 
to  lead  them  into  it  (for  no  fuch  authority  can  we 

B  trace 
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trace)  they  ihould  have  abandoned  their  original 

and  favourite  do6lriac,  is  it  probable  that 
they  would  have  been  fo  extremely  adiye  and 
fuccefsful  in  the  propagation  of  theii*  new  opini* 
on,  and  wiihall  have  tound  the  Gentiles  fo  very 
pliant^  as  to  iiave  been  able  to  induce  the 
generdity  6f  them  to  mtfke  the  fame  change^  * 
when  at  the  fame  time  (hey  are  known  to  have 
had  but  little  connexion^  and  indeed  but  little  re- 
fpeft  for  each  other  ?  Is  a  period  of  eighty 
years  a  fpace  naturally  fufficieat  for  tbeic  two 
fucceffive  changes? 

But  if  we  cake  in  icnodier  well  authenticated 

circumftancr,  we  Ihall  be  obliged  to  reduce 
this  fliort  fpace  (too  (hort  as  it  already  is  for 
the  purpofe)  to  one  ftill  (horter.  Hegefippus, 
as  explained  by  Valefius,  in  his  notes  on  Eu- 
Jebius's  ecclefiaftical  hiftory^,  fays,-  that  cho 
church  of  Jerufalem  continued  a  vir-in,  or 
free  from  herefy,  till  the  death  of  Sinieon,  who 
fucceeded  James  the  jufti  that  is»  till  the  time 
of  Trajan,  or  about  the  year  loo,  or  perhaps 
iio>  for  ius  reign  began  A.  D.  9;^,  and  endu- 
ed A.  D.  117.  Knowings  therefore,  from  other 
circumftances  what  this  puncy  of  chriftian  faith 
^  tras^  and  what  H^dppus  niufl:  have  koowot 
.  Ic  to  be,  we  have  only  the  fpace  of  40,  or 
perhaps  30  years  for  fo  great  a  change.  So 

}  Libs  I,  cap.  i%9  p*  is^i 

rapid 
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rapid  at  that  particular  pi^fiod  nuift  have  been 
chat  movment,  which  we  find  by  experience  to 

be  naturally  one  of  the  very  flowcil  in  the 
whole  fydem  of  nature,  viz.  the  revolution  of 
opinions  in  great  bodies  of  men  *.  Can  it 
then  be  thought  probable  ihat>  confider** 
ing  the  Jewifh  and  Gentile  chriftians  as 
one  body,  the  generality  of  them,  the  T:Xi*-j%k 
fliould  have  abandoned  the  doftrine  of  thp 
limple  hum^antty  of  Chriftj  in  the  time  5^ 
Juilm  Martyr  ? 

On  the  contrary,  it  is  certainly  not  at  all 
improbable  that  the  more  learned  and  philo- 
fophical  of  the  chriftians,  beginning  to  be 
alnamed  of  a  crucified  man  for  their  hiviour, 
and  firmly  believing  the  doctrine  of  the  pre- 
exiftence  of  all  fouls,  and  of  their  defcent  in- 
to human  bodies,  (hould  have  begun  to  fancy 
that  Chrift  mull  have  had  fome  origin  fupe- 
rior  to  that  of  other  men ;  that  this  (hould 
firft  of  all  produce  the  opinions  of  the  Gno- 
fties,  who  thought  that  the  Chrift,  who  came 
down  from  heaven,  was  quite  diftinft  from  the 
man  Jefus,  and  felt  nothing  of  his  pains  or 
forrows ;  or  that,  thefe  opinions  being  near« 
ly  exploded,  the  generality  of  chriftiaa  tcach- 

*  This  is  a  mt'omtnt  which  I  could  ealliy  (hew  Mr.  Gibbon/ 
that  he  has  not  much  ftudied«  though  it  behoved  him  to 
have  givea  the  dofeft  attention  to  it,  |ireparatory  to  hit 
account  of  the  overthrow  of  pagaaifia  by  the  ipread  of 

tluiiuauiiy. 
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ers,  or  bilhops  (many  of  whom  were  cdocatcJ 
in  the  Flaionic  fchool  ic  Alexandria}  Ihouid 
aftcrwai'ds  apply  the  Platonic  do&rioe  of  ck 
Logos  to  the  lame  iubjccl,  and  that  by  thrlr 
influence,  opinions  leading  to  the  dciiicatjoo  of 
Chrift  Ihould  gradually  gain  ground  among  the 
common  people*  But  this  mud  have  beeoa 
work  of  time,  lb  that  the  majority  of  chrift- 
ians  could  hardly  have  been  infected  with 
^cfc  principles  fo  early  as  the  dmc  of  Jufizo 
Martyr. 

The  philofo;.'hi : .]  chriftians,  however,  being 
the  only  writers  whole  works  are  extant,  it  is 
eafy  to  account  for  our  knowing  no  moie 
thaa        du  of  the  common  people  and  their 
opinions>  and  that  we  are  obliged  to  coiled 
wl;at  we  d:)  kno\7  cuncera::i^  them  fro^i  in- 
€uieiiiai  ar^umjianM^  as  1  have  endeavoured 
to  do.    But  thele  are  often  the  leaft  fufpictom 
intimatioos  of  die  real  ftate  of  things.  By 
iiich  drcumirances  as  thefe^  the  detail  of  which 
may  be  i'c'i  m  mv  //: 'orr,  it  will,  I  think, 
fu£cieaUy  appear,  that  it  was  with  great  dif- 
ficulty that  the  generality  of  cfariftians  wtie 
reconciled  to   the  doctrine  of  the  deity  of 
Chrift,  and  that  of  a  Trimtj,  m  any  fbmL 
I'l.  Tcrtuihaa   cx;:rdT;:s  himlclf,   tiicy  were  at 
iirit  exceedingly  /caadaiized  at  it,  holding  firm- 
ly to  their  juftly  fiiTOurite  doflrine  of  the  fa- 
preme  nuautrchj  of  ihs  Fuiha-.    This  aifo  fuf- 
ficicntly  accounts  for  the  great  numbor  of  fcl- 
«  lowersy 
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lowers  "which  ccclrfiaftical  hlllory  gives  to  every, 
pcrlon  of  learning  who  avowed  the  then  popu-*. 
lar  opinion,  as  Aitemon,  Noetus,  Sabellius^ 
Paulus  Samofatenfis,  and  Photinus.  • 

On  the  fiibjedc  of  this  |:,ir:  of  ir.y  pecula- 
tion, which  my  critic  fays,  is  the  greatelt  that 
be  has  to  bring  againft  me,  I  now  appeal  to 
the  impartial  reader  whether,  inilcad  of  prov- 
ing me  to  have  mifreprefcnted  Juftin  Martyr^ 
he  has  not  mifrcprefcntcd  me,  and  alfo  whe- 
ther I  have  not  brought  fuliicient  evidence 
of  the  opinion  I  maintained,  viz.  that  the  doc- 
trine of  the  fimple  humanity  of  Chrifl:  was  that 
which  was  mofl:  generally  received  in  the  time 
of  Juftiii  Martyr  $  and  of  this  I  ihall  produce 
piore  evidence  in  the  next  fcdtion, 

I 

f 

5  E  C   T  I  O  N  IV. 

0/  the  qMtatkn  from  Eu/ebiusi  and.  I^ertullian's 

account  of  the  ajitient  Unitarians^  more  particu- 
larly CQnftiered* 

MY  criticifcr  fays  t>  If  Dr.  Prieftley  will 
turn  to  Eufebius,  and  read  the  chap- 
ter  with  fuch  deliberation  as  bcBts  an  hifto- 
rian  writing  on  fubjefts  of  the  grcateft  im- 
portanccj  he  will  find  that  his  charge  of  ua- 

t  J*-  5*3» 
p  ^  •      f ( fairne^ 
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fairncfs  (even  if  it  ht  true)  is  aot  to  be  ap* 
plied  to  Euiebiust  but  to  a  more  ancient 
tcr,  ffom  whole  book  the  tranfcript  v.ras  made 
which  has  h  highly  oficodcd  Or.  Pncftlcy.'' 

h  have  reperufcd  chis  chapter  of  £uiebiiis, 

and  do  no:  ziv.r^k  it  auite  clc^:  ihzz  hr  is  cuot- 

i  A. 

ing  the  work  of  aoy  pnoi:  whccr  m  pif- 
fage  that  I  have  cited :  for  be  ibmetifYwes  oiilf 
gives  an  account  of  the  work,  and  not  aiwajs 
expreis  quotatioDS  from  it;  and  he  fcems  ta 
me  to  inkrc  obrcrvations  of  his  own  in  v^^hai  he 
does  quote  from  this  anonymous  writer  i  ib  thaCp 
upon  the  whole,  I  am  of  opinion  (though  I  may 
be  millaken)  that  Eufebliis  fpeaks  m  hi-  cwa 
perfbn  in  what  I  hate  quoted  from  him.  How* 
ever,  it  is  fufficicntly  evident  that  he  adopts 
the  language,  and  makes  himfeif  anfwcrable  for 
it.  Where  then  is  the  foundation  for  the  tone 
in  which  the  above  remark  is  delivered  ^ 

I  acknowledge  however,  that  I  (hould  not  bav? 
ftopped  at  Juftin  Martyr,  but  have  proceeded 
to  mention  the  other  authoniies,  quoted  cither 
by  Eufebius,  or  his  author.  They  are,  how- 
ever,  of  no  fort  of  weight  in  the  decifion  of 
the  quefUon,  and  all  of  them  that  arc .  extant 
I  had  confidered  in  the  courfe  of  my  work. 
'  There  is  no  mention  of  the  divinity  of  Chrilt  m 
the  firft  and  only  authentic  epiftle  of  Clemens  ^  it 

^  In  the  kcond  fedion  of  this  epiiUe  we  £nd  the 
phrafe  tbi/ufirlngs  c/Godi  botihisit  Ur^ua^e  fo  exceed. 

being 
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Jieiag  only  found  in  the  fecond  and  undoubtedly 
fpurious  epiftlcy  as  I  believe  all  the  learned  of 

this  day  confider  it.  Eufebiiis  himlelf  faysf, 
^'  it  is  not  fo  generally  received  as  the  formef^ 
^  nor  do  ve  know  that  the  antients  have  quoted 
^'  it/*  He  adds,  that  thjrrc  were  othef  later  for- 
|gerie3  of  vrritings  in  his  name. 

Alfo,  though  in  fomc  pretty  ancient  hymns  Chrift 
might  be  mentioned  as  God^  yet  being  poetical 
comppfitioAS,  it  is  moft  probable  that  it  was  only 
in  fome  figurative  and  qualified  fenfc,  referring  to 
jhe  power  and  authority  with  which  he  was  inveft- 
ed  by  God,  as  Moles  is  faid  to  have  been  a  God  * 
to  Pharoah.  As  to  the  authority  of  Pliny,  if  he 
had  been  told  that  hymns  were  fung  by  chriiUans 
in  honour  of  Chrift,  being  himfelf  a  heathenj  he 
-would  naturally  imagine  that  they  were  fuch 
hymns  as  had  been  compofed  in  honour  of  the 
heathen  gods,  who  had  been  nocn.  He  would 
be  far  from  concluding  from  that  circumftance, 
that  Chrift  was  confidered  by  his  followers  either 
as  rl.c  fupreine  God,  or  as  a  pre-exiftcnt  ipirir,  the 
maker  cf  the  world  under  God, 

But  I  wi(h  to  proceed  to  confiderations  of 

.  more  importance  relating  to  this  palTage  oi  Eu* 

tngiy  fhockin^,  and  anfcriptural,  that  it  is  hardly  poi&«  > 
ble  to  think  that  it  could  be  ofed  by  any  writer  Yo  near 
to  the  time  of  die  apoftles ;  and  J  aulas,  who  was  far 
from  having  my  obje^km  to  it,  was  of  opiaion  that  the 
whole  paflsge  was  much  corrupted,  and  that,  anflead  of  ' 
^s^n^t*'       i.  e.  $<tf,  we  ought  to  read  fxatBnfAola  avluu 
f  Eccles,  Hiit.  Lib.      Cap.  y^,  p.  154* 
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fcbiusy  and  to  compare  his  accDUot  of  the  aati- 
qui ry  of  the  chriftiaa  UoiuriaaSy  mth  cheir  ovi 
account  oi  ihcmfelves,  to  Ice  which  is  Li  itfelf  i\^z 
anore  probable*  He,  or  his  author,  fays  chat 
ThcodotuS)  who  wasxoademncd  by  Vi^or,  was 
the  author  and  parent  of  that  (e&s  being  the 
itrft  who  afierted  that  Chrift  was  a  mere  man ; 
and  thcfc  Unitarians  arc  even  cl:arged  with 
4irtainfy  knowing  that  this  was  the  calc,  which 
is  dirc£My  giving  them  the  lie;  and  yet  this 
aflcrtioA  of  Eulcbiiis  is  undoubtedly  faife,  a|  ap- 
pears on  the  full  faee  of  all  ecclefiafttcaP  hiA 
lory,  and,  as  I  have  faid,  it  may  be  proved  from 
Bufebiuv  himfelf. 

He  certainly  knew  that  Juftin  Martyr  had  not 
only  mentioned  Unitarians,  but  had  treated  them 
with  much  rcipcd  i  and  he  fpeaks  §  of  the  iLtii- 
onitrs  as  cotemporaries  of  Ccrinthus,  who  ac- 
cording to  himfelf, lived  in  the  time  of  the  apollic 
John.  By  Ms  own  account,  therefore,  diefe  Uiii** 
turians,  who  believed  Chrift  to  be  a  mere  man, 
wci^  cotcm{x>rary  with  the  apoftie  John  j  who 
thou!;h  greatly  offended  at  hirefy^  takes  no  notice 
their  opinion  being  one.  Nothing,  therefore, 
can  be  more  contrary  to  truth  or  pffohabtlity, 
than  the  account  c:  chc  origin  of  the  Unit*- 
lii^u  by  Kuicbius,  or  his  authors  and  if  1  he 
•tended  at  it,  is  it  withont  a  caiife  I  And  how 

•  Lib.  c.  Cap*        ^  zyZm 
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the  Reviewer  doubt  of  mycharge  olutifaimeff. 
againft  Eufebius,  or  his  author,  being  true  ? 
to  the  very  early  date  of  this-  anonymous  piece^ 
fee  Lardner  (Credibiiity,  yp|.  3,  p.  36)  who  rc-r 
fers  it  to  the  year  • 

♦ 

Let  us  now  confider  the  ac^unt  that  thefe 

XJnitarians,  according  to  Euleoius,  gave  of 
themfelves.  They  are  faid  to  have  affirmed  witl| 
confidence,  rluit  rlic  apollles  taught  their  doc- 
trine, and  chat  it  was  preferved  till  the  time 
of  Viftor,  or  Zephyrinus.  What  they  a$u- 
ally  faid,  we  do  not  know,  but  it  could  hard- 
ly be  that  there  had  been  no  innovation'  what- 

ever  in  the  doftrine  concerning  the  perica  of 
Chnit  before  the  time  of  Viftor ;  becaufe  the 
Gnoftics  are  well  known  to  have  been  a  very 
numerous  fed,  confifting  of  many  branchesj 
and  before  this  time  Juftin  Martyr  and  others 

had  pub  li  flic  J  their  account  of  the  pcrfoni- 
fication  of  the  Logos,  It  is  probable^  t)iere- 
fore  that  what  they  really  maintained  was, 
that  their  do<5lrine  was  that  which  ^as  mofi: 
generally  received  till  that  time ;  and  this  I 
think  to  be  highly  probable,  if  not  demoailrable. 

According  to  all  accounts,  the  doftrine  of  the 
fimple  humanity  of  Chrift  was  held  by  the  Jew- 
ifli  chriftians  in  the  time  of  the  apoftles.''  I  do 
not  find  that  any  of  them  arc  ever  exprefsly 
faid  to  have  held  any  other  dodrine,  only  fome 
of  them  believed  the  miraculous  conception. 

^  Athanafius 
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/Lthanafius  clearly  fuppofcs  none  of  them  to  have 
believed  that  Chrift  bad  any  nature  fuperior  to  thac 
of  maoi  and  he  fays  that  they  brought  the  Gentiles^ 
meaning,  no  doubt,  the  generality  of  them,  into 

the  fame  opinion.  This  then  may  fairly  be  fiippo- 
•fcd  to  have  been  the  (late  of  things  at  the  time 
that  John  wrote  >js  firft  epiftle,  which  was  about 
the  year  80,  when  it  is  plain  from  his  own  writ- 
ings there  was  no  opinion  amotig  chriftians  thac 
gaye  him  any  alarm,  befides  that  of  the  Gnoftics* 

Taking  it  then  for  granted,  that  the  doArinc 
of  the  fimple  humanity  of  Chrift  was  nearly, 
at  lead,  univerfal  jn  the  year  80,  is  it  at  all  pro- 
bable, that  it  could  have  ceafed  to  have  been  thp 
prevailing  doGrine  before  the  time  of  Vidor, 
about  the  year  a6oi  Caufes  which  tended  to 
produce  the  opinion  of  the  deity  of  Chrift  ope- 
rated, no  doubt,  very  powerfully;  but  ftill  it 
cannot  be  thought  probable,  that  they  could 
liave  produced  fo  ^rcai  an  cffed.  la  the  ipace  of 
littl^  more  than  one  century. 

Another,  and  no  inconfiderable  argunncnc  in 
favour  of  the  antiquity  of  the  proper  Unitarian 

dodrine  arnong  chriftians,  may  be  drawn  from 
the  rank  and  c&nditicn  of  thofe  who  held  it  ii| 
the  time  of  TtrtuUian,  who  lived  abouL  liiVie 
pf  Viclor*  He  calls  them  Jimplices  et  Uios^^  that 
\%,€mmoH  or  unlearned  people,  and  fuch  perfons 
are  certainly  moll  likely  to  retain  old  opinions, 
^nd  are  alwa]^s  far  icfs  apt  to  i^n^aif,  than  the 

learned  2 
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learned;  becaufe  they  are  far  lefs  apt  to  Ipe* 
culatc.  Whenever  we  endeavour  to  trace  the 
oldcft  opinions  in  any  country,  we  always  in«» 
quire  among  the  Idiota  the  comnnon  people; 
and  if  they  believe  one  things  and  the  learned 
another,  we  may  conclude  with  certainty,  thar^ 
which  ever  of  them  be  true^  or  the  'more  pro- 
bable, thofe  of  the  common  people  were  the 
more  ancient y  and  thofe  of  the  learned  and  Ipe- 
culative  the  more  novel  pf  the  two. 

In  mod  cafes  the  more  nov^  opinions  are 
imore  likely  to  be  true,  cohiidering  the  gradual 

Tpread  of  knowledge,  and  the  general  prevalence 
of  prejudice  and  error;  but  in  fome  cafes  the 
probability  is  on  the  fide  of  the  n^ore  antient 
opinions;  and  it  is  evidently  fo  in  this.  The 
true  doftrine  concerning  the  perfon  of  Chrift 
inuft  be  allowed  to  have  been  held  by  the  apof- 
ties.   They,  no  doubt,  knew  whether  their  ma^- 
'fter  was  only  a  man  like  themfclves,  or  their  ma- 
ke r.    Their  immediate  dtfciples  would  receive 
and  maintain  the  fame  dodrine  that  they  held  | 
and  it  mud  have  been  fome  time  before  any 
other  could  have  been  introduced,   and  have 
fpread  to  any  extent^  and  efpecially  before  ic 
could  liave  become  the  prevailing  opinion.  We 
naturally,  therefore,  look  for  the  genuine  dodrine 
of  chriftianity,  concerning  the  perfon  of  Chrift, 
among  thofe  who,  from  their  condition  and  cir- 
cumitaaces>  were  moft  likely  to  maintain  the  eld 

opinion^ 
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opinioiiy  rather  diaa  among  ihofe  ^bo  were  moft 
apt  to  receive  a  otw  one.   Suidy  dien  we  have 

a  better  chance  of  finding  the  trudi  on  tius  liib- 
je&  anoong  ihefe  IdUis^  the  common  and  un- 
learn l  J  people,  than  with  fuch  men  as  Juftin 
Martyr^  who  bad  been  a  heathen  philoibphery 
Ireiueus,  or  any  other  of  the  learned  and  fpecu* 
kave  cbriiUans  of  the  lame  age. 

On  the  contrary t  fuppoling  die  chriftian  rcli* 
gion  to  have  been  gradually  corrupted,  and  that» 
in  z  long  courfe  cf  lime,  the  corrupt  doctrine 
ihould  become  the  moll  prevalent  among  the 
common  people,  the  reformation  of  it  by  the 
rccoverv  of  the  genuine  doctrine  iS  naturally  to 
be  looked  for  among  the  learned  and  the  in« 
quifirive,  who  in  all   cafes  will  be  the  inno- 
vators.   This  is  lemarkably   the  cafe  in  the 
prcfent  ftate  of  things.    The  common  people 
in  the   Roman  Catholic  countries   are  bigots 
Ito  the  old  eftabliihed  faith,  while  the  feamed 
♦irc  moJ-^race,  aaJ  almoil  protcHanrs.    la  pro- 
tcilanc  countries  the  common  people  dill  adhere 
moft  ftrongly  to  the  doctrines  of  their  ancef> 
tors,  or  thoie  which  prevailed  about  the  time 
of  the  reformation,  while  the  learned  are  every 
whcic  r^rccdins  tardier  from  them ;  they  bcin^ 
more  tnquiiiiive,  and  omre  enlightened  than 
the  umnqutrtng  wlgar.    But  ftill,  if  any  man 
ikouid  |;iopoic  limply  to  enquire  what  were 
the  opiaioQS  moil  generally  received  in  this 
'^^f^uatry  ;i  century  ago  (which  was  about  the 
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ipdce'th^t  intervened  between  Yiftprand  theUn^e 

of  the  apoHlcs)  wc  fnonlJ  think  him  very  abfLiul, 
if  he  fbould.iook  for  them  among  the  learned^ 
rather  than  among  the  common  pcopIeV*  We 
^lave  experience  enough  of  the  difficulty  with 

i^hich  the  bulk  of  the  eommoit  people  "are 

bi-ought  to  rclinquilh  the  faith   of  their  an- 
xcftors. 

■        ■  • 

Is  it^  thcnj  Of,  all  probable  -  that  when  the 
doftrine  of  the  fimple  humanitjr  6f  Chrift  is 

acknowledged  to  have  been  held  by  the  Idiot cJ^y 
or  common  pecple,  and  who  are  cxprefily  faid 
to  have  been  the  greater  part  of  the  believers  , 
(major  Ctedintium  pars)  this  Ihould  not  have 
been  the  general  opinion  a  century  before  that 
time,  but  on  the  contrary  that  of  the  deity  of 
Chrift^  which  was  held  by  Tertultian^  and 
other  learned  cliriftians,  and  who  fpeak  of  the 
common  people  as  htxn^Jbockcd  (cxpavejcjunt) 
at  their  doftrinc  ?    Sufficient  caufc  may  be  af- 
figned  why  the  learned  in  that  age  fhould  be 
inclined  to  adopt  any  opinion  which  would 
advance  the  perfonal  dignity  of  their  mafter, 
and  the  fame  caufes  would  produce  the  fame 
cffeft  among  the  common  people,  but  it  would 
be  more  (lowly ,  and  require  more  time,  as  ap- 
pears to  have  been  the  fad. 

« 

Let  any  perfon  of  common  fenfe  then  judge 

between  thcie  aniienc  Unitarians^  with  reiped: 
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to  the  probable  account  of  their  origin  aad  an-* 

tiquity^  and  Eufebiyj,  or  his  author. 

'  That  Euiebius  himfirlf.  fliotild  take  lb  ▼xolent 
a  pare  as  he  always  does  againil  thefe  antieac 
Unitarians,  is  odt  difiicuk  to  be  accounted  for. 

He  liimfclf  was  (Irongly  fufpcdkcd  of  Arianifm, 
at  a  time  in  which  the  Athanafian  dodrine  wa$ 
moft  prevalent,  and  though  a  learned  man*'  he 
was  not  of  the  firmeft  tone  of  nnind.  In  thefe 
circumilances,  he  would  naturally  oiake  the  moft 
of  fuch  pretenfions  to  orthodoxy  as  he  had,  and 
would  be  incliiied  to  fliew  his  zeal  by  invcdives 
againft  thofe  who  wei%  more  heretical  than 
himfelf.  This  we  fee  illuftrated  every  day.  This 
was  the  caufe  why  many  of  the  reformers  from 
p(^cry  joined  with  the  papifts  in  the  perfecu* . 
tion  of  tiiofe  who  were  defiious  of  carrying 
the  reformation  a  little  farther  than  themfelves. 
This  might,  in  fome,  meafure  contribute  to 
produce  the  zeal  of  the  Calvinilts  again fl 
the  Arminian$»  that  qf  the  Armenians  againft 
the  Arians,  that  of  the  Arians  againft  the  So- 
cinian?3  and  that  of  Sociaus  hioifclf  againft 
Francis  Darid. 
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SECTION  V*- 

t)f  my  It'ing  charged  with  advancing  that  Jujii^ 
Martyr  was  the  Jirfi  who  jiarted^  the  miiw, 

ANOTHER  heavy  charge  advanced  againft 
me  t,  i^i  that  1  have  alTerted  that  the  no* 
tion  of  the  pre-exiftencc  of  Chrifl:  cannot  be 
cc  traced  any  higher  thaa  Juilin  Martyr.'*  NonT 
this  is  to  all  intents  and  purpofes  a  mif-quotation^ 
that  part  of  the  fentencc  which  was  ncccflary  to 
give  the  true,  fenfe  of  what  is  quoted  being  ooiit* 
ted.  It  nnuft,  thcrefoire,  neceflarily  miflead  the 
reader;  and  independently  of  that^  it  is  a  mani- 
fed  niifreprerentation  of  my  opinion^  not  only 
•  fimply  mentioned,  but  frequently  urged,  and  en- 
larged upon  in  the  courfe  of  the  work. 

I  have  no  where  faid  that  Jimpk  fre-exijlence 
^as  never  afcribed  to  Jefus  Chrift  before  Jviftin 
Martyr,  1  n.uH  have  been  a  child  in  ecclefii^ 
aiiical  hillory,  and  ihamcfuUy  inconfiitent  with 
myfelf,  if  I  had  faid  any  fuch  thing.  The 
doftrine  of  the  pre-cxiilcncc  was  certainly  that 
of  the  Gnoftics  in  the  time  of  the  apoftles  them* 
fclves,  and  is  always  reprcfented  by  me  as  fuch. 
What  I  fay  is  that,  wc  find  nothing  like  divi^ 
*^  nity  afcribed  to  Chrift  before  Juftin  Martyr  i 
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find  though,  in  one  particular  fentence,  I  mth^ 

'  tioned  prc-^xifiencey  as  what  we  cannot  with  cer- 
tainty trace  any  higher,  jt  is  in  conjun&ipn  with  di- 
■jln'Uy  and  not Jeparatehy  as  it  is  here  exhibited.  The 
whole  fentencc  iias  follows:  "Whether  Juftin  Mar- 
"  tyf  was  the  very  firft  who  ftarted  the  notion  of 
the  pre-exiftence  of  Chrift,  and  of  his  fupcr-an- 
gelic  or  divine  nature^  is  not  certain^  but  we 
are  not  able  to  trace  it  any  higher  Had  the 
disjundive  or  been  ufed  inftead  of  and  (which 
would  have  implied  that  neither  the  opinion  of 
the  divinity,  nor  that  of  the  pre-exiftence  of  Chrift, 
were  prior  to  Juftin)  a  reader  of  comn^on  fcnfc 
and  candour  would  have  feen  that  it  muft  hare 
been  npiifprinted.  My  rcfeicncc  to  botli  t!ic  opi- 
nions by  the  pronoun  //,  which  is  in  the  iinguiar 
number,  fufficiently'lhews  that,  however  impro- 
per and  unguarded  /the  expreflion  may  happen 
to  be>  I  could  not  really  mean  to  confider  the 
two  opinions  feparately. 

But  my  criticifer,  inftead  of  making  any  al<« 
lowancc  for  a  calual  ungrammatical  conftrudion, 
and  of  afcertaining  my  meaning  by  comparing 
one  expreflion  with  another,  has  abfolutely  tor*- 
tured  nny  language,  in  order  to  make  me  con* 
tradidt  myfelf;  and  has  even  employed  more 
than  one  page  out  of  fix  only  of  his  own  compo- 
.  £ng  to  confute  an  opinion  of  which  my  hiftory 

♦ 

i  Vol.  I,  p,  3*. 

idclf 


Digitized  by  Google 


I 

cmunung  Chrifi.  "  ,33^ 

ufelf  is  a  much  fuller  refutation.  This  conduct 
admits  of  no  apology  even  in  a  profeffed  anfwerer 
of  a  hook,  and  much  lefs  in  a  reviewer,  who 
ihould  exhibit  a  fair  and' impartial  account  of 
the  work  before  him. 

k 

I 

^  III  another  paHage  which  this  writer  has  notover^ 

looked,  for  he  has  quoted  it  p.  518,  though  with- 
out any  particular  notice,  1  have  evidently  confi- 
dered  Juftin'  Martyr's  idea  of  pre-exiftence  as 
one  /pedes  of  ^  genus.    It  is  as  follows*  "  This 
*^  writer  even  fpeaks  of  his  own  opinion  of  the 
pre-exiftence  of  Chrift  (and  he  is  the  firft  that 
we  certainly  know  to  have  maintained  it  on  the 
principles  on  which  it  was  generally  received 
afterwards)  as  ar  doubtful  one,  and  by  no 
means  a  ncceflary  article  of  cbriftian  faith." 
Here  I  evidently  refer  to  his  idea  of  the, per- 
fonification  of  the  Logos  of  the  Father,  which 
was  a  kind  of  pre-exijlence  quite  diftindl  from 
that  of  the  Gnoftics,  who  preceded  him.  Let 
any  one  prove  this  opinioii  ol  liic  per  fonifica- 
tion of  the  Logos  to  have  been  held  by  any 
perfon  before  Juftin  Martyr.   If  he  can  (and 
I   have  not  expreffed  myfelf  pnfitively  on  the 
iubjeA)  he  will  ilili  be  far  from  proving  that 
it  was  the  doArtne  of  the  apofties  ;  and  whether 
the  innovation  took  place  a  little  earlier,  or  a 
little  later,  it  will  make  no  difference  with  re« 
Ipcft  to  my  principal  objeft. 

•  P.  17. 
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As  this  mif-reprefentation  Affefts  one  princi-i 
pal  part  of  the  great  outline  of  my  work,  I 
ftaU  take  this  opportunity  of  drawing  it  more 
diftinaiy,  for  the  benefit  of  my  readers  id 
geaeral. 

What  I  have  maintained  in  my  late  lliJlQry 
0f  9pini9MS  cMtenting  Chifi,  and  what  I  do  not 
lii.d  to  have  been  much,  if  at  all,  infilled  upon 
before,  is,  that  the  exaltation  of  the  perfon  of 
Jcfus  Chrift  began  with  the  Gnoftics,  who  main- 
tained the  cio:trine  of  the  pre-exiftcnce  of  all 
human  fouls,   as  independent   created  fpiriu^ 
capable  of  animating  human  bodies.    This  error 
began  in  the  lirnc  of  tlie  apoftles,  and  is  known 
CD  be  referred  to  by  John.    When  tKis  notion 
\im  exploded,  another,  which  I  cannot  trace 
any  higher  than  Jiiftin  Martyr,  v;as  adopted, 
and  this  was  the  perfonificalien   of   tbi  Logas 
of  the  Father,  which  was  a  thing  quite  difttnft 
from    the   doftrine  of  the  Gnoftics,    lb  tl  ar 
the  patrons  of  each  were  continually  combating 
one  another.    The  pre-cxiftent  fpirits^  or  Mms^ 
of  the  Gnoftics  were  fuppofed  to  have  cxifted  an 
indefinite  time  before  the  creation  of  the  world  $ 
-whereas  the  f>erfoni(icatioQ  of  the  Logos  was 
reprcfented,  by  the  firft  advocates  of  it,  as  a  thing 
that  took  place  immediately  before  that  evenly 
-find  \vit;i  ^  /ic.y  LQ  II.     i  Iu  I  cculiar  doftrinc  of 
Arius  was,    in  my  opinion,  clearly  fubicqucnt 
to  this  I  and  it  was  after  them  ail  that  the  perlbn- 
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ificattOQ  of  the  Lx>gos,  . being  carried  ftrtherbtck, 

namely  to  all  eternity,  led  to  the  prefcnt  doflrirc 
of  the  Trinity,  confifting  of  three  [>erfons  in  the 
Godhead,  perfeAly  equal  with  refpe£k  to  eterni- 
ty, and  all  divinc  acuibuces. 

Inftead  of  holding  out  to  the  view  of  the 
readers  this  great  outline  of  the  firft  part  of  my 
work,  on  which  alone  he  has  defcanted,  mf 

crlric  ciiarges  me  with  aflTerting  that  the  fimple 
pre-cxiftcncc  of  Chrift  was  not  known  before 
Juftin  Martyr ;  which  (hews  that  he  never  once 
forrri:  d  a  right  conception  of  what  he  under- 
took to  exhiOic. 

As  to  the  epiftles  of  Ignatius,  I  confide r  them 
all,  the  lej$^  as  well  as  the  greater^  as  being 

either  wholly  fpurious,  or  fo  corrupted,  as  not  to 
be  quoted  with  fafety  ;  and  I  am  far  from  being 
original  or  finguUr  in  this  opinion. 

Dr.  Lardner,  who  thinks  that  the  fmaller  epif- 
tles are  in  the  main  genuine^  faysfj      If  there  be 

only  fome  few  fentiments  and  expreffions  ■ 
<^  which  feem  inconfiftent  with  the  true  age  pf 

Ignatius,  it  is  inorc  icMlbnablc  to  fuppofq  them 
<«  to  be  additions,   than  to  rejed  the  epiftles 
chemfclves  entirety  \  efpeclally  in  this,  fcarcity 

of  copici>  which  we  labour  uader.    As  the  in- 

t  Credibility,  vol.     p.  154* 

C  2,  "  terpolations 


jfi  Of  ihc  oldejl  Opmons 


tcrpolations  of  the  larger  epiftles  arc  plainly 
the  work  of  fome  Arian,  fo  even  the  fmaller 
cpiftlcs  may  have  been  campered  with  by  the 
ArianSy  or  orthodox^  or  boch^  though  I  do 
not  affirm  that  there  are  in  them  any  confider*' 
able  corruptions  or  alterations/' 

Salmalius,  Blondel,  and  Daille^  are  decided. 

that  all  the  epiftles  are  fpurious  j  and  Le  Sueur, 
alter  giving  an  account  of  the  whole  matter,  fays 
that  the  lafl:  of  them,  viz.  Mr.  Dailte,  has  clearly 
proved  tiLit  the  firil,  or  fmall  collcclion  of  Igna- 
tius's  epi(tles,  was  forged  about  the  begipoing  of 
the  fourth  century,  or  200  years  after  the  death 
of  Ignatius,  and  thar  the  fecond,  or  larger  col- 
ledion,  was  made  at  the  beginning  of  the  &xdi 
century  *♦ 

Is  this  then  an  authority  to  be  quoted  fo 
decifiveiy  againft  me,  as  to  be  preceded  by, 

«  We  will  endeavour  to  anfiver  f  Dr.  Prieftley 
upon  grounds  lefs  liable  to  be  qucitioned,'' 

•  Sueur,  A.  D.  107. 

t  The  reader  will  eafity  perceive  that  thefe  animadver- 
ilons  on  my  work  are  very  iiiipropcrly  called  a  miMvr. 
They  are  a  profefled  anfivir,  and  yet  the  writer  doct  not 

fo  mach  as  mention  the  arguments  on  which  I  lay  the  grcat- 
c[\  ftrcfs.  Laa  any  thing  be  mdrc  evidently  calculated  t6 
injure  a  work,  and  to  miHcad  the  reader  with  rcipeit  to  it : 
Jc  is  plum  ng  hjmteir  on  the  victory,  before  he  has  evca 
ventured  lo  make  the  attack ;  having  only  it  were 
ikirmiihed  at  a  diilaAC«»  and  even  diat  wit^oat  gaining  any 
real  advantage. 

(meaning 
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Cnficaaing  thto  that  of  the  hymns  ufcd  by  chrift- 
tans  .in  early  times)  by  the  pofuive  teftif 
mony  of  writings  ^hich  he  will  iiardly  afiefC 
•were  penned  after  Juftin  Martyr  t«"  I  am 
not  aihamed.  however  to  aiTert  this  after  fuch 
refpe^table  authoritirs  as  I  have  mentioned 
above;,  and  I  challenge  this  wrirer  to  prove 
that  the  .  p^iflagc  he  has  quoted,  from. Ignatius 
was  not  penned  after  the.  time  o£  Juilia  Martyr. 

If  any  paiTage  in  thefe  epiftles  be  fpurious» 

J  ihoi^ld  not  hcfitate  to  pronounce  this  to  be 
one.   Such  language  as  ^  flefhly  and  fpirituat, 
made  and  not  made,  God  incarnate,  real  life 
in  death,  begotten  of  Mary  and  of  ,G.Qd>  ia 
"  ciic-J5|^pci5t  liable.  to_  .fuffm  in  another 

"  incapable  of  it,"  favours  ftrongly  of  a  much 
later  age  than  that  of  Ignatius.    Ic  is  nothing 
bui  controverfy  that  teaches  fuch  definite  and 
yarded  language  as  this.    It  could  not^  I  thinlc 
precede  the  Arian  controverfy;  and  this  agrees 
very  well  with  the  date  afTigned  to  thofc  epilllcs 
.by  Mr,  Dailie,  which  is  after  the  council  of  Nice* 
I  fliould  <il>noft:  as  foon  think  that  I.n,n.iuus  com- 
pofed  th^  Athanaiian  creed,  as  this  quaint  I'cn- 
tence.   They  are  much  in  the  fame  ftylc.  My 
, critic  adds,  *'  there  arc  other  paflages  ia  the  writ- 
ings  of  this  moft  antient  father^  which  are 
equally  cxprclTive  of  tlic  two  natures  of  C'lrifr, 
f<  but  we  think  this  fully  fufiicient  to  confute 

Prieftlcy's  aflcrtion,  without  troubling  the  rca*- 
^«  der  with  any  more  quotations." 

t  P.  524. 

C  J  Ignatius 
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Ignatius  not  being  quoted  by  Eufebint)  or  bii 
•uthor,  among  antmt  BUthriiies  for  the  doftrtiie 

of  the  divinity  of  Chrift,  is  alone  a  fufiicient 
proof  thac  no  fuch  pafiag«'  as  this  wa^  to  be 
found  in  the  epiftlcs  of  Ignatius  in  Ms  time.  If 
this  writer  did  not  know  th^t  the  gcnuincncfs  of 
thefe  epidics  of  Ignatius  W»s  queftioned,  he 
ought  not  to  write  on  thcfe  fubjcds,  and  if  he 
4id  know  Uj  it  was  difipgenuous  not  to  mca- 
tion  it. 

As  to  the  paOagc  which  janj  critic  quotes  from 

Barnabas,  he  hioifelf  acknowledges  (but  in  an 
ironical  manner,  unworthy  of  the  ferioufnefs  of 
the  argunient)  that  it  may  be  explained  in  a  lenfe 
confiftcnt  with  the  Soclniaii  doSrine,  as  well  as 
fome  paifages  of  fcripture.  I,  however,  am  a 
Socinian,  and  i  fcrupie  not  to  fay,  that,  in  my 
opinion,  the  intcrprctatior.s  of  fcriptiire  which 
he  ridicules  arc  the  only  jull  and  natural  ones; 
but  this  i&  not  a  place  for  t(^at  a^ment« 

It  is  true  that  I  have  quoted  the  epiftle  of  Bar* 

.  nabas  without  faying  any  thing  about  its  au- 
thenticity. In  reality,  I  do  not  know  what  to 
think  of  it,  and  my  critic  hiuft  know  that  the 

genuincni'fs  of  it  hus  been  much  difputrd.  The 
paflage,  however,  which  he  quotes  is  from  that 
part  of  it,  of  which  we  have  only  an  oM  LAtin 
verfion,  and  this  he  has  not  rightly  tranflattd.  It 
is  die  ante  cMftitutionem  Jecnli^  which'  is  not  pro- 
perly before  the  beginning  of  the  werU^  but  en  tie 


Digitized  by  Google 


coifceming  Cbrift*  39 

JEqf  iifm  fK   Now^  the  notion  of  the  Fftther 

fpcaking  CO  the  San  on  the  very  day  bciaie  the 
creation  favours,  I  think,  of  a  later  age  than  that 

Barnabas.  Lcr  aay  thing  like  tliib  be  produc- 
ed ffOQi  the  icnp^j^re^*  If  (|iis  i^  ,^  it  is,  | 
ichinki  a  fufpicipus  dfclar^tion  of  llp^e  pre-mjl^€^ 


■SECTION  VI. 

Of  the  dolfritte  of  the  miidculoiu  conception^ 

IN  expreffing  my  opinion   concerning  the 
prevalence  of  the  do(ftriiie  of  the  fimple 
liumanitf  of  Chrift,  I  msike  a  Un)itation>  fay- 
ing,      This  language  has  all  the  appearance 
of  an  apology  for  an  opinion  contrary  to 
**  the  general  and  prevailing  one  5  as  that  of 
the  humanity  of  Chrift   (at  Icaft   with  the 
Ijelief  of  the  miraculous  conception)  pro- 
bably  was  in  his  time/'    This  my  criticifei? 
calls  V  a  very  great  inconfiftcncy,"  *  "  the  Dr. 
he  fays,     has  no  right  to  aiTert  his  at  leafi 
v)itb  the    belief  of  a  miraculous  conception. 
*^  The  infenion  Is  intirely  arbitrary,  and  thole 
who  know  Icfs  of  tlic  author's  charafter  than 
«  we  do,  and  may  not  have  the  fame  well 
grounded  aflurance   of  his  integrity,  may 
ppflibly  be  led  to  imagine  that  he  intrO'* 

C  4  duccd  » 
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duced  thoie  words  ovij  to  give  fome  cxi^ 
lounble  pretext  to  his  own  principles,'* 

In  all  that  I  haire  read  of  controverfiat 

writing,  I  hardly  recolle£k  any  inilaoce  of  a 
more  groundleis  and  perverfe  mHirprelentariQs 

of  a  writer's  obvious  meaning  than  this,  c-i 
which  To  loud  an  exclamauon  is  founded. 
For  what  can  be  more  evident  than  that  I 
do  not  ufc  thcfc  words  as  thofe  of  Juftin 
Martyr,  but  only  as  exprefiive  of  an  optoioo 
of  my  own,  formed  from  all  the  circumiLi>i- 
CCS  put  together*  And  certainly  I  have  a  fu2i 
right  to  introduce  whatever  claufe  I  pleafe  ia^^ 
to  any  fent^nce  of  awff,,  provided  tha^ 
as  in  this  cafe^  I  make  myfelt  only  anfWer* 
able  for  the  propriety  of  it. 

The  rcafon  why  I  was  inclined  to  think  iliiH 
the  dodtrine  of  the  miraculous  conception  was 
pretty  generally  received  by  the  Ebionites  in  the 
time  of  Juftinj  was,  that  Iienaeus  paffes  no  ccn- 
fore  on  any  that  believed  that  dodrine.    But  it 
may  perhaps,  with  more  probability  be  infer- 
red>  that  becaule  neiti^er  Judin  Martyr  nor  ire* 
naeus  fpeak  of  any  othet  Ebionites  than  thofe 
■who  maintained  that  Chrill  was  the  proper  Ibn  of 
Jofeph>  the  dodrine  of  the  miraculous  concept 
tion  had  not  gained  any  ground  even  among 
^Chem  till  a  later  period.    I  hnd  no  mention  of 
two  kinds  of  Ebionites  before  Origen.     T  re« 
^    peat  ic^  however^   as  .my  real  opinion^  tiiac 

the 
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that  the  doftrine  of  the  humanity  of  Chr^ 
(ac  leait  with  the  belief  of  tbe  miraculous  con« 
ception)  was  the. more  general  faith  of  chrift- 
ians  in  the  time  of  Juftin  Martyr.  Now  let 
diie  reader  judge  what  occaiioii  there  was  for 
the  fevcre  ftrifturcs  on  this  paflage  that  I  have 
quoted  above.  In  general,  I  believe  it  is 
dmight  that  I  expreis  myfelf  fo  as  to  be 
underftood  i  ac  leall  I  endeavour  to  dp  fo, 
but  1  can  never  undertake  to  guard  my  rnean^ 
ing  from  fach  unaccountable  conftru^ipns  9$ 

♦ 

As  Co  the  do£b'tae  of  the  miraculous  conceptioa 

itfclf,  it  is  not,  in  facl,  of  any  more  coniequence 
^o  the  Socinian,  than  it  is  to  ,  the  Arian  or  thf 
.iUhanafian  •  hypothecs  \  for  it  is  no  impedir 
ment  to  the  unipn  of  the  Arian,  or  the  Atha- 
nafi^Q  Logos,  to  the  human  nature  of  Chrifl^ 
that  his  body  was  derived  from  Jofeph.  For 
•any  thing  thap  we  can  judge,  a  man  produced 
.iyn  the  natural  way  was  juft  as  proper  for  the 
refidence  of  this  heavenly  inhabitant,  as  one 
made  on  purpofci  and  if  it  was  fit  that  Chrift 
ihould  have  a,  human  nature  at  all,  it  may  be 
fuppoilJ  to  have  been  equally  fit,  that  he 
ibould  have  a  proper  human  nature-,  differing 
as  little  as  poflible  from  that  of  bi$  bretbre^^ 
as  we  are  called.  There  is,  therefore,  no 
more  reai'on  why  the  Arians  or  Athanafians, 
Ihould  be  nK>re  attached  to  the  belief  of  the 
Oiiraculous    concept  on,   than   the  Socinian  s, 

•         '       .  The 
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The  doarine  itfclf  coiinefts  equally  well>  or 
equally  ill^  witli  my  particular  hypoiheiu  con-r 
conuDg  che  naiurc  of  Chrift. 

But  it  is  an  -obje&ion  vhi^  aficAs  the 

Arian  hypothefis  only,  that  upon  their  fchemc 
Cbfift  is  properly,  and  wich  reiped  to  hia 
ptr(oii  an  Unique  in  the  creation  $  there  being  no 
€UJs  or  Jpecies  of  fuch  beings,  at  leaft  as  far  as  we 
«re  infornrted  of  %  a  being  created  on  purpofc  co 
be  the  maker  of  all  things  under  God>  or  the 
medium  of  all  his  communications  to  man*- 
.  kind*  Whereas,  upon  the  Socinian  hypothefis, 
Chrift,  with  refpcft  to  his  perfon,  is  no  proper 
Uniquif  though  pix>duced  in  a  fuper-naturai 
way  I  beeaufe,  when'  produced,  he  precifely 
of  the  I'u'nc  Cij/s  and  rank  with  other  men,  who, 
in  thcmirlvcs  confidcrcd,  were  fully  equal  to  him 
in  all  refpe£te.  Was  Adam  lefs  properly  a 
and  an  Unique,  merely  beeaufe  the  manner  of  bis 
fraduSim  was  fo  ?  It  is  therefore  a  very  unfair 
rcprefentation  that  the  Reviewer  gives  of  this  b«- 
lincfs  in  his  note*:  He  might  as  well  fay  that 
Enoch  and  Elijah  were  Uniques,  beeaufe  there 
was  fomething  peculiar  in  their  manner  of  going 
out  of  the  world,  as  that  Chrift  was  fo,  beeaufe 
there  was  fomething  peculiar  in  his  ntanneir 
"of  commg  iiito  ^it. 

Should  I  have  any  controverfy  with  a  Jew, 
I  iliQuld  not   feci  myfelf  at  all  cmbarraiTed 

?  523. 

with 
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with  this  circumftance  oi  the  miraculous  concep- 
tion s  AS.I  fliould  not  bcTicikce  to  follow  cbe  exaoH 
pie  of  -the  candid  Juftin  Martyr  with  rdpeft  tQ 
it^  tcUi{ig  hxm,  that  Uc  at  full  liberty  to 
think  us  he  ihould  fee  imfen  to  do-  ob  that 

fubjcft ;  and  that  he  might  be  as  good  a  chriftian 
as  the  Ebiomces  were  before  ^ik^xxgjx  ha 
Should  bdievt  no  more  of  the  noirapMb>ua  i^cH 

ception  than  diey  had  dQae# 

SECTION       VII»1  ■ 

m 

<  I. 

I DO  acknowledge  thart  I  have  Inadvertently 
made  Viftor  the  fuccefibr  of  Zephyruius^ 
but  it  is  certainly  of  litde  confequeaee,  aad 

the  miflakc  may  be  reftified  without  any  in- 
jury to  my  argument.  I  remember  that  the 
paflage  ftood  right  when  it  was  firft  printed^ 
•but  was  altered,  I  cannot  iccolleft  how,  or 
why,  in  the  proof  iheet.  Men  of  much  bu(l-> 
Kfs,  and  of  a  very  little  candour,  will  eafily 
excufe  a  flip  of  this  kind, 

II. 

I  alfo  cannot  now*  account  for  my  faying 
that  Hcrmas  i$  not  quoted  by  Irena:us,  when 
^  it  was  a  thing  that  I  could  Dot  but  have  ob- 

ferved,  or  read  of.    This,  however,  is  of  little 

D)oment«   And,  in  faft^  the  nuftake  is  not  ib 

great 
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great  as  it  feems  to  be.  ^For  Hermas  is  not 
qpimed'-by '  name'in  IreAM»,  and  when  all  the 

circ'jiiillances   are    confidcred,  I  even  tliink  it 
may  admit  of  fome  doubt  whether  the  (horc 
pai^ge  tlnM:  Irenacus  does  ^cite  was  intended 
by  him   for  a  quotation  from  Hermas.  The 
Whole  pafiage  is  as  follows^,       The  fcrip« 
*5  tiirc  therefore  well  fays,  In  the  firft  place 
believe  that  there  is  one  God,  who  created 
and  eftabliihed  all  things,  making  them  out 
of  nothing;"  and  that  pafTage  is  found  in 
the  paftor*  of  Hermas,  H  but  we  have  only  a 
Latin  tranflation  of  Hermas,  and  therefore  can- 
not be  quite •fiirc  that  the  ^j)ords  were  the  very 
fame,  aad  the  Jenje  of  them  is  certainly  found 
in  wh4t1s  properly  -caUed  the  /cripurt%  and 
I  da  not  know  that  Ircnaeus  ever  quotes  any. 
Other,  book  by  this  (itle  except  thoife  which 
we  now  characterize  in  that  manner.    He  quotes 
no  otiier  auciior,  I  believe,  without  either  his 
xoioif  or  fome  title,  or  circumftance,  fufficicnt- 
ly  defcriptive  of  him.    However,  I  do  not  in- 
« upon  this,  and  fliali .  corredt  the  paifage. 

Tertullian  fays  of  this  work  of  Hermas^ 

ah  omni  concilio  EccLjiLiriim  inter  apoo-ypba  ctfalfa 
judicatur.  It  is  reje^ed  as  Jpwrims  by  all  ibs 
€9ttsMs  9f  tbi  ' churches  n 

lit 

With  refpect  to  the  Aiogi^  the  Reviewer  fays,  % 
why  fliould  ic  be  doubted  that  there  were 

•  Lib.  4,  cap.  37,  p.  330.       II  Lib.  3,  Maad,  I. 
»S  De  Pttdicitia  cap.  10,  p.  56|,      |  P.  521, 
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hectics  in  the  time  of  Epiphanius  who  rc- 
**  It&td  che  gofpcl  of  %u  John  ?.  Were  there  not 
heretics  in  his  day,  and  long  before^  who  re- 
jeded  oLiier  books  of  the  New  Teftament  ? 
Dr.  PrieiUey's  coiye^ure  will  not  be  eafily» 
admitted.  The  contrary  fuppofition  is  na- 
tural  a  priori,  and  it  has  the  fupport  o£ 
hiftoiy  too." 


I  a(k,  of  what  hiftory  before,  and  in  fa£tt 
befides,  that  of  Epiphanius.   It  is  fufficiestly 

evident  that  there  could  not  have  been  an|^ 
who  reje&ed  all  the  writings  of  John  bcforp 
the  time  of  Eufebius,  who  confidcrs  very  par- 
ticularly the  objections  that  had  been  made  to 
the  genuinenfifs  of  the  other  books  i  and  thai 
the  fame  Alogi  Ihould  rcjeft  thefe  books  af- 
ter the  time  of  Eufebius,  and  not  before,  ia 
highly  improbable.  Epiphanius  himfelf  ascribes 
this  re^eftioii  10  the  Alogi  in  general^  and  not 
to  thole  of  his  tune  only  and  he  fuppoies 
the  herefy  of  the  Alogi  to  have  been  an  old 
one,  of  which  that  of  Thcodotuj^  wa^  4 
branch. 

As  to  the  tcftimony  of  Epiphanius,  cipeci<«  , 
ally  concerning  thofe  againft  whom  he  writes 
with  fo  much  inveteracy,  I  own  it  weighs  no 
more  with  me  than  it  did  with  Le  Clerc,  wbofe 
cpinioA  of  this  writer  may  be  feen  in  his  eo- 

clefiaftical 
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clttiaftical  hiftory  f.  Hc  is  certainly  the  leaft 
to  be  depended  upon  of  any  of  the  fachen« 

The  RcTicwer  9idds>  ^  was  there  not  a  mo* 

•*  dern  difciple    of  Artemon  who  rejeftcd.  If 
not  the  whole  of  St.  John  s  golpei>  yet  the 
^  introdudion  to  it  i  It  is  but  proceeding  a 

ftep^  farther  to  pronounce  the  wliolc  to  be 
Ijpufious.'* 

Though  a  Socinian  myfclf,  I  do  not  hold 
itiyfelf  obliged  to  defend  what  has  been  ad- 
vanced by  any  other  Socinian.  Like  men  who 
think  for  thcmfelvcs  wc  differ  as  much  as  others 
who  go  by  the  fame  common  name.  But  cer* 
tainly  this  cenfure  is  ttliberai  and  unjuft.  On 
what  grounds,  S.  Creliius  rejected  the  intio*^ 
dudion  of  St.  John,  I  cannot*  tell.  His  grand- 
father, the  famous  John  Creliius,  did  not.  Bur 
it  has  always  been  deemed  a  fufficient  objec-. 
tioA  to  the  genoinencfs  of  any  writings  that  it 
contains  opiiiions  which,  from  other  evidence, 
appear  not  to  have  been  thole  of  the  age  in 
which  it  was  fuppofed  to  have  been  written. 
So  far  am  I  from  rejedling  this  introduftion, 
dm  i  think  it  inexplicable  except. upon  So- 
cinian principles.  However,  between  rgcAiog 
this  introduiiion^  and  rejeding  the  wbck  goffel^ 
dieie  are  many  more  fteps»  or  a  much  larger 
Aep,  than  my  Reviewer  fcems  to  imagine,  ^  I 

• 

t  A.  D,  105. 

hope 
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liope  riiis  writer  did  not  mean  to  mGnuaie  tbat 

Socinians  in  general  make  fo  little  account  of 
the  goipcls,  or  any  pare  of  them,  that  rhere 
is  but  a  fmttU  ftep  between  them  and  onbe- 
Kcvers  ;  though  by  fome  he  n^iay  be  fo  un- 
dcrftood. 


CONCLUSION. 

THUS  have  I  prefented  my  readers  with 
a  fair  and  candid  ftare  of  the  charges 

which  have  been  brought  agamil  my  Hiftory 
4»/  the  Corruptions  of  CbriftianHf  %  and  I  think  I 
have  made  it  appear,  that  ail  the  real  overfights 
are  ot  very  littic  confequence,  and  may  be  eaiily 

rectified  without  the  leaft  injury  to  my  argu^ 

ment  in  i:ny  one  place.    I  therefore  leave  it  with 
my  rc  ulers  to  determine  whether  there  was  any  juft 
caufe  for  fuch  vehernent  exclamation  as  that  with 
which  the  critic  begins  his  remarks.    **  When 
we  review  the  paiTages  we  have  now  tranfcribed, 
we  arc  equally  grieved  and  aftoniSied.  Peri-^ 
"  culofum  eft  in  Limine  ofendere !  Wc  arc  grieved 
,     to  fee  a  writer  of  Dr.  Pricftlcy*s  eminence, 
and  who  hath  long  ftood  very  high,  even  in 
*^  the  opinion  of  his  enemies,  for  integrity  of 
chara^r,  laying  himfdf  fo  open  to  the  charge 
of  perverlion  and  mif-rcprcfcntation.    We  are 
aftonifhcd  at  his  raihnefs,  though  wc  know 
that  great  zeal  doth  not  always  liften  to  the 
more  fcrupulous  didatcs  of  prudence.  iiuC 

common 
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common  icnle  ihould  at  IcaQ:  teach  it  to  pre-*^ 
ferve  a  decent  appearance;  and  in  matters 

^  that  fall  within  the  circle  of  hifton%  and  wiieie 
*f  invention  can  have  no  play,  a  writer  fhouid 
V  be  careful  not  to  give  his  enemies  caufe  for 
exultation  by  pofitive  aflertions,  which  are  not 
*\  only  witboiU  proof,  but  in  dire^  Gpfefition  to 
it.   We  hope  that  Dr.,  Prieftley  will  not  think 
that  W€  are  become  his  eneiDies  for  fpcaking 
tl)c  truth*   He  is  the  \^  perfon  that  can  with 
any  grace,  complain  of  a  freedom  of  this  fort* 
He  often  invites  it  with  an  earneftncfs  which 
(hews  that  he  is  not  afraid  of  it.   We  rely  on 
•*  his  candour  for  the  freedom  we  now  take  with 
him  i  and  if  that  ihould  prove  to  be  icfs  in 
fewer  than  it  is  in  form  (which,  however  wc 
do  not  think  will  be  the  cafe)  v/c  fhall  reft 
fatisfied  with  the  integrity  of  our  own  mo- 
tives."   Such  an  attempt  to  alarm  the  public, 
and  prejudice  the  minds  of  their  readers  aguinfl  it, 
ought  catainly  to  have  hadfome better  foundation. 


A:»  to  this  writer's  int^grity^  I  do  not  call  it  in 
queftion  ;  but  am  very  willing  to  account  for 
his  niillakcs  and  mif-reprefentations  on  princi- 
ples fimilar  to  thofe  on  which,  with  fome  de* 
gree  of  candor,  he  accounts  for  what  he  fuppo* 
jcd  to  be  mine.  Every  efi^eft  muft  have  an  ad- 
equate cau(e»  and  I  cannot  account  for  this  vtxw 
ter*s  very  feverc  and  highly  unjuft  treatment  cif 
my  book  without  iuppcling  that  he  looked  in- 
to it  (from  what  caufe  I .  cannot  divine)  witk 
.  .  ,  a  very 


Digitized  by  Google 


tonceming  Clrift* 

i  very  eager  defire  to  find  fault  with  it,  and 
to  ctpofe  it.  A  good  natured  critic  nughc 
lUMre  pointed  out  tht  fariie  overfights,  and  havo 
ihewa  how  they  might  be  correded  without 
toy  rt^  injury  to  the  work# 

It  is  not  eafy;  in  li  work  of  fuch.  extent, 

the  materials  for  which  were  neceflfarily  col- 
levied  at  different  times,  to  put  the  whole  to- 
gether* (wheil  fome  of  the  fa6)^s,  and  the  evidence 
of  them  muft  have  been  in  part  obliterated 
ifrom  the  mind)  without  making  inconfiderabie 
siiftakes.  No  firft  edition  of  any  large  hiftoricai 
work  was  ever  free  from  them.  All  thcfc  I 
ihall  be  ds  folicitoiis  to  reftify  any  per-^ 
ion  can  be  to  find  chem  out|  and  every  inti« 
mation  of  this  kind  I  ftiall  willingly  receive, 
whether  it  cbihes  frooi  a  friend  or  a  foi^. 

I  have  already  drawn  otit  i  lift  of  fuch  Cpr^ 
regions  ind  AdMHons  i&  I  think  of  any  con- 
fequence,  and  if  there  be  another  edition  of  the 
vork,  I  may  perhaps  alter  the  cbnftru6bion  o^* 
feme  other  paffages  which  readers  of  the  fame  turn 
with  this  Reviewer  may  mifunderftand.  But 
I  canhbt  pretend  to  write  for  fiich  readers* 
It  would  be  giving  a  great  deal  of  time  to 
tery  little  purpoie>  and  after  all  might  noc 
be  effedviil  $  foir  it  is  no  uncommon  thing^<l 
labour  ftyle  into  obfcurity.  I  write  (qr  the 
bulk  of  readers;  who  have  fome  'candour  as 
♦rtll  as  good  f^afe.   We  do  not  in  this  coun- 
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try  build  our  houf^  fo  as  to  have  nothmg  to 
fear  from  hurricanes  or  earthquakes^  It  ii 
enough  to  guard  them  againft  more  commoQ 
accidents. 

This  TJiJlory  of  the  Corruptions  of  Chriftianity 
is  a  work,  that  I  have  long  had  in  view.  I 
confider  it  as  the  moft  uJefuU  and  therefore  I 
wifli  to  make  it  the  in  oft  corretl  of  all  my 
.  publicaiions.  Nothing  ihali  be  wanting  on  my 
part  to  make  it  fo;  and  I  hope  my  enemies 
ivill  not  be  wanting  on  theirs.  My  objeft,  I 
truft,  i^triub.  I  ihall  purfue  it  with  fairnefs, 
and  without  fear  of  confequences,  and  I  fhall 
confider  every  man  as  ading  with  me  wiio  ihall 
aid  mc  in  the  purfiiit.  Oppoation  is  what  I  al- 
ways expefted,  and  in  reality  do  not  diflike.  In- 
deed no  pcifon  ought  toftep  into  the  great  am- 
phitheatre of  the  public,  who  is  not  willing  to 
take  his  chance  for  all  accidents  (for  treatment 
fair  and  unfair)  and  who  is  not  prepared  to  meet 
them,  few  perfons  have  been  more  difciplined 
in  this  way  than  myfelf,  and  therefore  I  mud  be 
made  of  bad  materials  indeed,  if  I  be  not  better 
prepared  than  moft  others  for  all  thefe  events. 
It  will  be  liappy  if  the  difcipline  of  this  life  in 
general  prepare  me  as  wll  for  the  exercifes  of 
another. 

It  may  amufe  fome  of  my  readers  to  be  in- 
formed  that,  excepting  a  copj^^^jcrfcs  preiixed 
A  ^  Peter  Annet's  Qiort  hand,  written  when  I' was 
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a  (chool  boy,  my  firft  cffay  for  the  prefs  was  aa 
article  in  the  Monthly  Rtviewi  'ib  that  vbea 

I  was  twency  I  was  placed  upon  the  bench,  and 
now  at  fifty  I  ftand  at  the  bar^  and  fometimea 
perhaps  before  fuch  judges  as  I  myfelf  then 

was.  From  this  awful  tribunal,  though  my  real 
merit  has  been  nearly  the  fame»  I  have  fome«» 
times  received  the  moft  virulent  cenfure,  and 
^t  others  the  grcateft  applaufe,  when  I  have 
been  conlbious  to  myfelf  that  I  have  not  beea 
entitled  to  cither.  But  undue  praifc  may  ferve 
to  counterbalance  undue  ccnfurc* 

As  to  my  literary  reputationy  I  can  truly  fay 
that,  little  as  it  may  be/  it  is  quite  fufficient 
to  content  me,  and  it  ought  tQ  be  fb»  fiir  it 
is  fomcthing  more  than  I  dcfcrvc.  I  can  prc-^ 
tend  to  no  fuch  Juperior  qualifications  as  my 
prcfcnt  critic,  whether  in  carneft  or  not,  has 
thought  proper  *  to  afcribc  to  me,  Succcfs  in 
fuch  purfuits  as  I  have  been  engaged  in»  I 
well  know,  requires  no  great  extent  of  men- 
tal power,  but  God  has  been  plcafed  to  give 
tne '  an  aftive,  and  I  hope  an  honeft  mind  i 
and  when  a  man  is  always  bnfily  feeking,  with 
his  eyes  fairly  open,  and  eipccially  in  places 
trhcre  others  are  afraid  to  go,  he  will  fome*  \ 
times  find  things  worth  looking  for,  and  that 
had  efcaped  more  timid  refearchers« 
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Ic  has  plcafcd  God,  in  the  couHc  of  pes- 

indMcn  ^  <HP^  '^y  ^"^^  '^■vv; 

btw  educated  in  ill  the  gloom  and  darfccii 
CaiYUuUOy  and  I  am  determined  (b&  couj  iiisL- 
tiott  whli  my  ptulolbphical  rcfisarchcs)  to  Jk»  dEI 
thac  I  can  to  open  die  eyes  of  others*  Wkfc 
Ikii  obNieft  ift  TieWt  I  sm  ready,  whh  the  aqpofie; 

to  go  chrough  evil  report  as  'irell  as  gocd  revrrt ; 

Wfd  whatever  of  adivc  life  may  rcmaia  co  bx^ 
I  am  refotved  to  nuke  die  iik^  of  itj  diere 
beiilg>  i&  the  faying  is,  refi  enough  ia  the  gra^e. 
I  00  higbcr  wtfli  widi  refpeft  to  dib  lilc^ 
chan  to  live  ^iid  die  in  the  various  purfuits 
i»  wImcIi  1  an  Mfir  cogtgedi  and  I  liope  m 
fife  to  t  fcene  «f  equal  aftivity,  and  of  equal- 
ly  pk^u£4blc  aad  uTcful  purfuits,  in  a  fuuife 
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PREFACE. 

IN  atifwer  to  fome  who^  i  well  know, 
will  be  ready  to  blame  me  for  replying 
to  charges  proceeding  from  fuch  grofs 
ignorance^  and  evident  maltgnity^  as  thoie 
contained  in  the  Mmthly  Review^  I  would 
obferve,  that  many  perfons  (as  I  firtcerely 
rejoice  to  find)  are  extremely  anxious  about 
the  progrefs  of  this  controverfy,  relating  to 
the  general  (pinion  of  tbe  primitwe  cbrijiian^ 
concerning  tbe  per/on  of  Cbriji,  as,  with  them^ 
it  will  be  nearly  decifive  with  refpeft  to 
their  believing  him  to  be  a  man,  pr  fbme* 
thing  more  than  a  man  ;  and  I  thijik  I  Q\ye 
them  every  ailiftance  that  I  am  able  to  give 
theqi* 

Many  of  thefe  perfons,  not  having  thf 

proper  authorities  at  hand,  have  it  not  in  their 
power  to  judge  between  my  opponents  and 
me^  except  by  comparing  what  one  writer 

(hall  produce  in  anfwer  to  another  ^  and  being 

themfelves  earoeft  fcarchers  after  tnitb»  and 
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men  oi  upright  mindst  they  cannot  eaUly 
bring  thcmfelves  to  fulped:  any  writer  of 
gro/s  unfair nefs  till  it  is  diilindly  poinPed 
out.  They  are,  therefore,  daggered  when 
'  they  hear  things  fo  con£dently  afferted,  and 
fo  fpeciouily  reprefeiited,  as  they  are  by  my 
prefent  antagonift.  Now  the  fmali  trouble 
of  writing  fuch  a  pamphlet  as  this,  is  a 
trifle^  compared  to  the  fatisfadion  that  I 
know  I  ihall  give  to  many  perfons  of  the 
dcfcription  above-mentioned. 

fieiides,  preparatory  to  the  larj-  t^iporical 
Ftew  of  opinions  concerning  ibe  per/on  of 
Cbriji^  which  I  propofe  to  write,  and  for 
which  I  am  colletting  materials,  I  wiih,  by 
every  means  in  my  power,  to  bringevery  thing 
of  confequence  relating  to  it  to  a  thorough 
difcuffion,  and  to  draw  out,  if  poffibie,  every 
latent  ohjeSion  •  that  I  may  have  the  whole 
fubjed,  with  its  proper  evidence,  fairly  be- 
fore me ;  and  controvcrfy,  when  a  perfon 
has  a  proper  command  of  his  temper,  is  an 
excellent  means  to  that  end* 

I  acknowledge,  however,  that  I  iliouli 
not  have  noticed  any  thing  that  has  yet  been 
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• 

idvanced  by  Mr.  Badcock  on  this  fubjcdt; 
S  it  had  not  been  out  of  regard  to  the  credit 
v^Uich  it  derives  from  its  publication  in  the 
lifonthly  Revitic',  and  the  advantage  of  cir- 
culation which  he  has  by  that  means  fe- 
cured.  Befides,  I  am  not  now  anfwcring 
an  anomfmous  antagonift;  but  a  man  en* 

gaged,  by  a  regard  to  his  reputation,  to 
bring  his  charges  to  an  iliue,  by  which 
means  fome  advantage  Will  be  gained.  In- 
deed, as  an  anonymous  Reviewer,  the  fol- 
lowing declaration  binds  him  to  an  explicit 
anfwer  to  what  I  here  alledge  in  my  own 
juli:  defence,  in  reply  to  his  virule&l -ac«> 
cufations. 

When  attacked  by  fo  formidable  a 
difputant  as  Dr.  Prieftley,  we  could  not 
avoid  defending  ourfelves,  as  the  repu« 
tation  of  our  work  was  at  ftake.  If  we 
have  obtained  any  advantage  over  our 
learned  opponent,  we  exult  not  in  our^ 
fuccefs,  but  honeftly  declare,  that  we 
wi(h  not  to  be  again  called  to  battle  ixL 
the  field  of  coutroverfy,  which  generally, 
produces  more  briars  than  laurels.  It 

"  behoves  us,  faowevefi  to  be  always. prc- 
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pared  to  anfwer  every  unjuft  charge,  and 

to  clear  ourleives  from  every  afperfion," 
Monthly  Review  for  OAober,  ^7^3*  P-  360, 

That  I  may  not,  however^  multiply  thefe 
fmall  publications  unneceflarily^  and  morQ 
than  the  objed  of  them  requires,  I  aflure 
thofe  who  have  con6dence  in  my  integrity 
(for  it  call  iignify  nothing  to  addrefs  thofc 
who  confider  me  in  the  light  that  Mr, 
Badcock  does)  that  I  /hall  not  .  write  ia 
this  manner  again,  unlcfs  I  receive  fome- 
thing  from  Mr*  Badcock  more  deferviog  of 
a  reply  than  any  thing  that  I  have  yet  iccn  ' 
come  from  him  on  this  fubjeft ;  though 
I  fhall  certainly  take  fome  early  opportunity 
of  acknowledging  any  niillake,  of  the  leaft  , 
confequence,  that  I  ihaU  be  convinced  I 
have  fallen  into.  I  fhall,  at  leaft,  do 
it  when  I  next  reply  to  Dr.  Horfley,  which 
I  hope  will  nx>t  be  at  a  diftant  period.  In 
the  mean  time^  1  will,  in  return,  have 
that  confidence  in  my  readers,  that  they 
will  not  be  much  moved  by  any  future  re- 
prefentations  of  Mr.  Badtock,  unlefs  they 
be  m(^e  Jpeciousi,  and  frtore  imp  0/2 ng^  than 
thole  which  I  have  already  ihewn  to  be 
merely  lb. 
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I^Had  not  inttnded  to  htve  takcutthf  notice  iif 
the  Montlily  Review  Qf  niy  JLiturs  to  Dr. 
Horfieyy  iceing  nothing  in  it  that»  in  the  fmalleft 

degree,  affefted  my  argument,  or  that  was,  on 
aay  other  account,  worthy  of  notice  :  but  finding 
fome  perfoQs  (though  fufficiendy  ienfible  of  the 

rnalevolaice  with  which  the  charges  agalnft 

are  urged)  rather  ^juUtSKf^^  ^^ihjil?.^^^/^'^^ 
nifs  of  the  alTerttons^  and  thofe  more  than  inipljr*^ 

ing  a  charge  of  the  groffeft  unfuirnefi  and  uifin" 
cerity  in  my  condud,  I  have,  at  lengthy  thought 
proper  to  make  a  few  obfervations  upon  it.  In 
doing  this,  1  think  myfeif  authorized  by  the 
naiure^  and  the  almoft  unexampled  infoUnce  of  the 
attack,  in  mentioning  (what  indeed  is  no  fecret) 
the  name  of  the  Revicwcfj  viz.  Afr.  Samuel  Bad- 
cockf  a  diflfenting  minifter  at  South  Molton^  in 
Devonfliire  i  as  (without  having  direftly  or  in- 
directly fought  for  it)  I  have  been  informed  fince 
the  publication  of  my  Litters  to  DoScr  Harfliy. 
It  was,  indeed,  mentioned  to  me  before  ;  but 
when  1  confidered  our  former  friendihip,  I  did 
not  give  any  credit  to  the  account.   His  own 
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vanity^  i  prefume,  on  his  irnagined  victory  over 
me,  has  led  htm  to  betray  himfelf.  As  a  writer, 

no  man,  I  will  venture  to  lliy,  has  been  more 
obfervant  of  punctilio  thaa  I  have  been  but 
when  a  man's  moral  cbaraBer  is  arraigned,  as  mine 
very  materially  is,  in  this  publication,  he  certainly 
has  a  right  to  the  name  of  hi^  accufer,  if  he  can 
come  at  it.  Indeed,  no  man  of  honour  will  ad- 
vance luch  a  charge  againft  another  without,  at 
the  fame  time,  giving  his  own  name.  Alio,  in 
referring  to  my  former  acquaintance  with  Mr. 
Eadcock,  1  reveal  no  fccret,  for  I  believe  it  is  u 
generally  known  as  Mr.  Badcock  himfelf  is, 

*  I  iliall  ielecl  from  this  Review  the  mofb  plau- 
fible,  and  the  molt  confident  ot  all  the  charges, 
as  a  fpecimen  of  the  reft ;  and  let  any  impartial 
perfon,  of  competent  knowledge  of  the  fubjeft, 
jud^e  between  u$. 
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SECTION  I. 
0/  the  Omifion  of  the  SenUnce  in  Jujlin  Aiariyr. 

IH  A  D  obferved  that  Juftin  Martyr  treats  kh^ 
unitarians  of  his  age  with  great  tendernefs,  at 
the  fame  time  that  he  treats  thofe  whom  he  cails  he- 
retic Sy  with  much  afperity  i  faying,  as  the  Reviewer 
quotes  from  me,  p,  6i,  "  There  are  two  paflages 
^*  in  this  writer,  in  which  he  fpeaks  of  heretia 
"with  great  Ir.d.gn^tion  ;  but  in  both  the  paf- 
fages  he  has  evidently  a  view  u>  ihtGnoJius  only. 
He  particularly  mentions  the  Marcionites^  the 
"  VakntinianSy  the  Ba/iiideans,  aiiJ  the  Saiurma- 
"  nianx*.   He  fays,  they  biafphemed  the  Maker 
of  the  worlds  and  the  God  of  Abraham,  Ifaac, 

"  and 

*     Kati  fit/ A9/  a.»,(i>  ovou.ftii  ( —  and  olktrs  under  anolher 
name*' ^)  follows  in  the  c^igioal,  though  ant»oliced  in  Dr« 
P.  s  iranllHtioii.   Ac  the  fame  tJdie»  we  muft  ohferve,  that 
P.  hai  roifquoied  the  name  of  the  laA  mentioned  ftfd»  by 

copy* 
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"  and  Jacob:  that  they  denied  the  refurrcdion, 
and  maintained,  that  after  death  the  foul  wtot 
immediately  to  Heaven.    Had  he  confidered 
**  the  Unitarians,  wiiii  whom  he  appears  to  have 
*^  been  well  acquainted,  as  Heretics^  would  he  not 
have  mentioned,  or  alluded  to  their  tenets  alfo 
"  in  thofc  pah'ages,  in  which  he  fpcaks,  and 
pretty  largely^  of  the  Chriftian  Heretics  in 
**  general  ?  It  is  impoi&ble,  I  (hould  thinks 
to  read  thole  paffages  as  they  llaad  in  the  orl- 
"  ginal,  introduced  as  a  fuiftlmcnt  of  our  Sa- 
"  viour's  prophecy,  that  there  ihould  be  faUc 
"  Chriits  and  falfe  prophets,  who  fiiould  deceive 
"  many;  and  not  be  fatisfied  that,  like  the  apoftle 
John,  Juftin  Martyr  had^  no  idea  of  there  being 
any  Heretics  in  t!ie  Chriilian  church  in  his 
timcj  bcfides  the  Gnoftics." 

On  this  the  Reviewer  remarks  as  follows :  "  As 

Juflin  is  miicii  connected  with  our  controverfy 
with  Dr.  Prieftlcy,  we  hope  Dr.  Horiley  will  cx- 
cufe  us  fbf  anticipating  a  remark  which  we  arc 
perfuadcd  he  would  of  neceffity  make  on  this 
pafHige.  The  remark  might  be  extended  much 
farther,  with  9  long  retinue  of  *  exclamations^  but 
our  limits  oblige  us  to  be  4s  brief  as  polLble.— 
In  general,  then,  we  make  no  fcruple  of  aifert* 

copyifig  from  the  Latin  veifioo,  inflcad  of  the  original  Greek, 
where  it  is  2«]9fviA/«tp4i9  SatumiStni," 

This  I  fupppfewas  meant  toinfiniikatethtt  I  donot«  perhaps 
that  I  ctfino/,  read  Greek.  It  vronM,  however*  -  have  heen  pe- 
dant) y  to  life  the  term  Satsmilus,  Sntundnus  being  much  more 
common  boiU  with  the  anucnts  aud  modems. 
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ilig»  in  the  moft  direct  and  unqualified  language 
(for  Dr.  Prieftlcy  defires  us  to  ufc  no  ceremony) 

thac  in  the  above  repickntation  of  Juftin's  fenti- 
ments,  we  meet  with  the  moft  flagrant  and  unac- 
countable mutilation  of  a  plain  paflage,  that  the 
difmgenuity  of  a  controvxrtili,  who  is  dciermined 
to  ^  keep  it  up,'  per  fas  it  nefas,  ever  preicnted  us 
with.  We  beg  the  reader  to  turn  back  Dr; 
Prieftlcy*s  quotation  from  Juilin,  and  compare 
his  tranflation  with  the  original.  He  (i.  e.  Juftin) 
fays,  «  They  blafpheme  the  Maker  of  the  world, 
and  the  God  of  Abraham,  IfaaC,  and  Jacob.' 
Now>  this  is  fo  put,  as  to  convey  to  the  Englilk 
reader,  or  the  unlearned  (for  whom  Dr.  Prieftley 
appears  chiefly  to  write, — but  how  came  he  to 
forget  that  he  was  writing  to  Dr.  Horfley  ?)— the 
tranflation  is  fo  managed  as  to  convey  no  idea  of 
diftinftion  in  Juftin's  mind,  betsvccn  the  Maker 
of  the  worlds  and  the  God  of  Abraham^  Ifaac^  and 
Jacob.  For  the  fake  both  of  the  learned  and  un- 
learned, we  will  rranfcribe  the  original  paffagc, 
and  annex  to  it  a  literal  tranflation.    aaa  0/  y«p 

«AAoF  Tferw  ^fitLff^in(A%'i¥  ror  ^<ni!}flff  t&v  oh&v  KAI  ION  i/x'* 
fltv7«  9p69«7f  i;«fc«F«i'  «Af  vm0«<  XPISTON  ^  rtr 

Waak  jC^  Uf»^,  MMKMtv,  i.  e.  "  Others,  upon 
another  plan,  teach  [ibetr  followers']  tb  blafpliemc 
the  Maker  of  the  univerfe,  AND  HIM  who  was 
before  fpoken  of  as  coming  from'  him,  even  he. 
fobo  was  the  CHRIST,  and  the  Go4  oi  Abraham, 
Ifaac,  and  Jacob.''  Now,  to  prove  even  beyond ^ 
the  poffibility  of  difpute  or  evafion,  that  by  the 
Qod  of  Abraham^  &c.  Jullin  meant  Chrilt  (to  fay 
nothing  of  the  independent.cvidence  arifingfrom 
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the  paflage)  we  refer  the  reader  to  his  celebrated 

ylpokgy  to  tlie  ErnpcTor  j^nroniniis  Pius  [Thid- 
by's  edit.  pag.  93,  94.]  in  which  this  expreffioa 
is  not  only  applied  to  Chrift  allufively,  biit  even 
vindicated  as  his  own  *;|)|n"opriaie  and  dulfnct 
charader.  After  quoting  the  paffage,  tj^od.  iii. 
2,  &c.  at  full»  Juftin  fays,  *  *Tbefe  wprJs  were  ut- 
tered purpofcly  with  a  dcfign  to  prove,  that  the 
Son  of  God,  and  his  Mtfi'enger,  is  Jefus  Chrift i 
who  wa$  the  pre-exiftent  Logos  »  and  who  fome- 
tinr>es  appeared  in  the  form  of  fire,  fomctimes  in 
the  fimilitudc  of  aiigels,  &c.  &c/  Immediately 
after  he  blames,  in  very  fevere  language,  the 

fcnfelcfs  Jews**  {^99inl9t  UJ*Mt)  for  ajjirmiftg  that 
thefe  Words  were  fpoken  by  the  Maker  of  I  he  umverje. 
Would  Jie  not  have  faid  the  fame  of  an  fibionite, 
who,  like  thefe  infatuated  Jews,  muft,  on  the  prxn- 
ciplcs  of  his  own  creed,  have  denied  the  applica- 
tion of  thefe  words  to  Chrift  ?  (Sec  alfo  the  Dial, 
with  Trypho,  p.  300.  408.  and  elfewherc.)" 

"  Dn  Pf ieftley  fomewhere  fpcaks  of  Dr*  Horfley's 
difingenuity*  in  concealment;  can  he  point  out  any 
thing  like  this? — He  fomewhere  fays,  that  the 

*  This  is  an  exaggeration  of  my  language.  WUac  I  faid  was 
n0i ptrfcilly  ingenuous,'*  which,  when  the  pai&ge  is  coiifahed» 
no  pcrfon  can  fay  was  harfli  or  improper*  Sec  Letters^  &c*  p*  1 3* 
Whereas  Or.  Horffey'lias  charged  me  with  feveral  inftancet 
'  of  grofs  difingentn'ty,*  and  all  of  them  tnanifeflty  QiijnE. 
Among  other  things,  he  charged  me  with  wilfully  raifquot- 
ing  tUc  common  EnghQi  uanlhiion  of  the  bible.  A  thin^ 
io  grofs  as  this,  would  certainly  hnvc  been  ccnfurc  J  in  an  iin- 
paiiial  review— This,  however,  Mr.  fiadcock  did  not  ccDfuic. 

Monthly 
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Monthly  Reviewer  wriies  in  a  fpicious  and  impqfing 

manner.  We  alk,  in  our  turn,  who  tranflatcs  lb  ? 
Can  he  caft  the  ftone  who  hath  v^o  all  appearance 
purpofely)  left  out  a  whole  member  of  a  fcntence ; 
and  that  too  a  moft  cffcntial  one;  and  by  arrfully 
dropping  the  middle  part  of  it,  hath  entirely  nVij'ap- 
plicd  the  conclufion? — We  arc  afraid  that  his 
very  V iridic  at  or  cannot  cxciik-  him,  even  on  :\\^ 
icore  of  what  he  calls  the  Doctor's  '  rapid  glances.* 
But  rapid  glances,  thcr.gh  they  fuit  a  poet*s  eye  in 
a  fine  frenzy  rollings  do  not  well  agree  with  the 
fober  and  itcady  obfcrvation  of  an  biJlorianJ* 

This  is  the  whole  of  Mr.  Badcock's  remarla 
on  the  pafiage  v  and  I  think  it  is  hardly  pofllble 
for  the  heat  of  conaovcrry  to  carry  any  man  far-* 
ther  than  this*  The  whole  of  it^  however,  is  m* 
fwered  at  once^  by  obferving,  that  it  is  to  no  fort 
of  purpofe  who  it  v;a^  that  ytf/fr?!  meant  by  the 
God  of  Abraham^  Ifaac^  and  )acob  (which  Mr. 
Badcock  may  find  in  my  own  Hiftory,  and  which  ' 
no  pcrLn  who  kncvs  .my  thing  of  Juftin  can  Lc 
ignorant  of)  but  who  it  was  ili-it  the  l^cretlcs  he  is 
fpeaking  of  meant  by  the  pcrfon  To  defcribed,  and 
whom  they  meant  to  blarphcmc  \  and  this  ctTtiiinly 
was  not  Jefus  Cbrijt^  but  another  beings  the  ilippofcd 
maker  of  the  world,  the  author  of  the  Jewi(h  dif^ 
pefilat.v/ii,  and  the  iijtroduccr  of  much  evil,  which, 
rhcy  faid,  Chrift  was  fc  nt  to  rectily.  They  were,  . 
therefore,  the  Gnoftks  onhy  and  not  unitarian  cbrip 
tiarjs  tlmt  hj  was  refle^lin^  upon,  or  alkiding  to  j 
and  this  is  the  only  circumdancc  on  which  my 
inference  was  founded. 


The 


t4  kEMARKSON 

The  omiiHoQ  Mr.  Badcock  fpeaks  of,  was  madt 
merely  to  Ihorcen  a  long  greek  quotation,  without 

leaving  out  any  thing  that  could  affeft  the  (entb. 
That  by  the  mm  Juftin  could  not  mean  any  otber 
Ihtd  cf  people  bcfides  thofe  he  had  fpoken  of  be- 
fore, is  evident  from  his  uiing  the  particle  y-\*  for. 
In  thisconneftton,  I  mainuin  that  Arxu  yaf^l  tzK^^v 
rpo^w,  &c.  can  bear  no  other  fenfc  than.  For  fofne 
§f  them  (viz.  of  thole  nicnaoncd,  or  alluded  to 
before,  and  alfo  mentioned  by  name  in;in"ied:ntely  af- 
terwards) hlcfpheme  the  maker  of  the  w&rUyi^cJn  om 
'Uja^y  Old  others  in  another  \  and  will  by  no  means 
bear  to  be  tranHated  as  Mr.  Badcock  does»  Others 
upon  oBotber  ploHj  &c.    For  this  I  am  filing  to 
appeal  Lu  any  pcrfon  v,  ho  has  the  leaft  pretenrons 
to  a  knowledge  of  the  Greek  idiom.   Had  Juftin 
6id  «vio//t»  to/9  inftead  of  «aaoi  >(ep, there 
would  have  been  iomc  flight  colour  for  Mr.  Bad* 
cock's  conllruftion  of  the  pailage^  but  at  preienc 
there  is  not  a  fhadow  of  pretence,  cither  from  the 
fhrafc'jkgyy  oi  Lue  general  Jtnjc  of  the  paiiagc,  iw 
bis  tavour. 

fe' 

That  Mr.  Badcock  (hould  not  have  been  able 

to  undcriland  the  Grcel;  oi  jwi.Ua  is  the  iKorc  ex- 
traordinary, as  the  idiom  of  the  Latin  tongue  is 
the  very  fame  with  that  of  the  Greek  in  this  relped. 
If  he  will  only  look  into  Ainfworth^s  Dictionary, 
he  will  fee  Alius  alio  modo.  Cicero— rendered  Qnc 
^ftef  one  fort^  another  after  another. 

If  Mr.  B^ukock  really  thinks  that  thefe  blaf- 
pbeiners  ot  the  maker  of  the  world  were  perfoos 

who 
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uo  Wafphcmed  J^/ia  Cfcrjfe  bwering  him  to 
fee  condition  of  a  man,  an4  nqc^  Gnoftic^  of 

hciu  there  were  many  diftinftions,  as  Juftin  had 
iii  obiervcd  (and  who  therefore  blafphcmed  him> 
im  Me  wof^  and  fom  iu  aH0tber)  he  is  as  \^ 

^rant  of  Ecclefiatlic^l  Miitory,  as  he  appear*;  to 
*e  of  Greek,  I  will  venture  to  fay,  he  has  not,  as 
le  pmendsy  anricipated  Dr.  HorRey  in  ihk  ctiti* 
LfHi«  and  I  am  willing  to  appeal  to  Dr.  Horfley 
mcobiS  for  ic  If  tbe  dcciiioii  be  in  my  favour  , 
of  which  tkerecan  be  nadoubc)  I  ihall  Mqui»  cf 
Wlx^  Badcock  an  acknowlcdgnienc  as  fiibUc  as  his 
^Spaci^  and  at  fM  as  it  is  Jmnms* 

Writing  in  the  circumftanccs.  m  which  I  do,  and 
ia Wiaft odciciiia  ^Kmi all  if!  I  htd.imi 

mo  principle  of  integrity  at  ail,  I  ceitafailpflioakl 
not  bav£  concealed  any  thing  chat  I  mult  have 
kiKMra^ny  adToriarjr  could  not  poflUfy  cffcrk)oiu 

The  omiflion,  therefore,  could  nui;,  at  moll,  have 
been  any  thing  more  than  either  an  inadvertence, 
«  have  arilen  from  a  mifiinderftanding  of  the  paf« 

fage  and  its  importance,  which  a  generous  adverfar/ 
would  have  created  with  tendernef& 

To  fiicw  more  diftinftly  the  natuie  of  this 
omiiTion,  on  which  Mr.  Badcock  has  declaimed  la 
copioufly,  I  ftudl  tmiffacie  the  whole  pafTage,  diftin^ 
guiihing  tlie  words  omitted  i  by  which  it  will  be 
bm^tmlf^ld  not  mean  any  thing  by  the  omUfioiit 
but  to  fare  myfelf  the  trouble  of  writing  fo  much 
<tf«fik«        Badcock  has  alio  made  feveral  omii« 

fiOQS, 
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fions,  I  prefume,  for  the  iamc  reafon,  in  the  extra<Sb 
f  rom  my  letters,  p.  44  « 

m 

There  are »  and  have  l}een«  many  perfotis  who« 

pretending  to  be  chriitians,  have  taught  to  fay  and 
to  do  atbeiitical  and  bUfphc£QOUs  things,  and  chey 
are  denominated  by  us  from  the  names'of  the  per* 
ioris  whofe doftrincs  they  hold  (for  fome  of  ihe-n  u.^ij'- 
f  hem  the  maker  of  the  umverfe^  and  him  Huho  was  bn^ 
him  foTU9\d  f0  com  as  (biCbrift,  and  tbeGad  cfAirm^ 
huiiiy  IfaaCy  and  Jacob* ^  in  one  ivay^  and  ethers  rn 
another)  wuh  whom  we  have  no  comniunicaiion  9. 
knowing  them  to  be  atheiftkal,  wicked,  and  impi- 
ous nerfons;  who,  inftead  of  reverencing  Jefus,  con- 
feis  him  in  name  only.  Xliey  call  themleives  chrif- 
daiis,  tfli  the  iame  manner  as  tho&  among  the  hea^ 
thens  infcribe  the  name  of  God  on  the  works  of 
their  own  hands,  and  defile  thcmiclves  with  wicked 
and  adieiftical  ritet.  Some  of  them  are  called  Mar- 
cionites,  iome  \  alentinians,  fome  BafilidcaiiSj  iooie 

^  ^  It  is  really  fomeihing  mraOTcliaary*  that  this  opiDtun  of 
Juftin  Martyr  4^  that  Chiift  WM4hc  m^inm  of  all  the  diTine 
communications  to  mankiod  under  the  old  tcftament  difpenla- 
tion,  (hould  have  been  fo  readily  received,  and  have  fprcad  fo 

gcncraliy  us  it  did,  w  !u  n  it  not  onlv  has  no  cor.ntcnancc  fvoia 
Iciiptiirc,  but  Is  cxprcfsly  coniradiAed  by  the  author  of  the 
iLpilUc  10  the  Hebrews,  in  Hcb.  i.  l.  Co*/,  who,  al  fundry  itmi, 
ami  in  divers  w.vvins,/p&h  in  itme  paft  unto  the  Jathen^kf  tke  pn^ 
pheU,  hci  in  the/i  iaji  dap  Jpoktn  irUo  ui  hy  his  /on,  Agaln^  chap. 
11.  9,3.  T/'ihe  xvoidj^okm  by  angels  itms Jiedfafl^  6^.  bowjkall  uc 
^aptt  if  we  negUBJo  gnat  JahAtion  \  vfhkh  at  the  Jirfl  begam  i»lr 
J^akcn  if  .the  Loid«  What  ciui  be  more  eviditet  than  that  the 
writer  of  this  epiftlc  had  no  idea  of  Ood  \kMn^  fpohcii  t# 
maakiadby  his  fon  before  the  time  ol  the  gofpel.  ? 

Saturnianians, 
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ccumianianst  and  ocheis  go  by  other  namcs»  each 

om  their  peculiar  tenets  5  in  the  i^wne  manner  as 
iofc  who  addid  themicives  co.philolophy  are  de^ 
ominated  from  the  founders  of  theii*  r^fpofliye 
:6ts.  And,  a$  I  have  faid,  Jefus,  kAowing  what 
/Ottid  come  to  pafs  .after  his  deaiji,  foietoid  tl^ 
here  would  be  fuch  men  among  his  ib^bwers.*' 

• 

A  man .  who  can  fancy  there  is  a  reference  (9 
my  other  perfons  than  the  Gnoftics  in  this  paflTage^ 
nay  fancy  that  he  finds  the  deceftecj  in' 
my  other  page  of  the  iame  author^  or,  lijce  Don' 

Quixote,  He  may  take  a  windmill  for  a  giant.  For 
^he  diiTercnce  between  the  ancient  unitarians  and  the  * 
Onoftics  was  as  great  as  this.    Theyir  opinions  ar^, 

gjpncra.Uy  ijpokcn  of  as  two  o^pofite  hqrcfies. 


S  £  C  T  I  O  K  il. 

Of  tbt  Cfftd  of  Tmullian. 

TT  will  be  no  Icfs  cafy  for  me  to  (hew  the  ex - 
treme  weaknefs^  or  unfaimefii  of  Mr.  Badcock's 
obfervations  with  refpeft  to  the  creed,,  which  he 
quotes  from  Tertuliian,  and  which  he  fuppoles  I 
furpofely  kept  out  of  fight ;  faying,  p.  60,  **  Few, 
are  fo  very  courageous  as  to  put  fuch  a  weapon 
«^  in  the  hand  of  anadverfary,  as  tfareatens  t»  demo- 
«  li(h  them/' 

B  Without 


Uiyiii^ed  by  Googlc 


g^vngfenr  om  gMs»  vmoetpm 

and  auc  c:ie  c:r:^c  as  Cczv-r^iC  v-j? 

rlUMinVt    la  wmng  thu  w^rk,  ii  i  g;r=as:  c*^*. 
wai  the  GMfiitf,  Jod  cbcxcfiK  in  g^ois  a>  ■^ir**^- 
altogether  againft  urxro,  aiid  cors  r:cc  T^be^rr 
Ummrum  at  aU  ,  as,  lad^cd,       vrsy  oat  ^nuc 
(omioed  bf       KKkock)  fbows.  Mtig:xUfi^ 
fUa  cndtsur  unum  6mnmQ  dium 
ff^to'  mrniM  €O9dii0rm^  fm  wmttrjm  Jk  mkdt  pn- 
Jkxerit^  6fr.  i.  c — "  by  wbtcb  we  mne  i^t^Et  : 
Mieve  that  there  is  hut  one  God^  and  ibti  ej  s:ir 
^  ilnm  ihi  tn^kir  of  tbt  u-orU^  who  pnimud  r:m 
**  thinjr  out  of  nothings  ij  bis  own  w^rd^  tbmj^:) 
^^JstU  d^wn^  that  that  word  was  csUad  iu  Jm, 
tbai  hi  appwtd  v§noufly  in  the  mnme  (L  e.  to 
•*  the  clwaCtcr)  of  God^  to  the  P^jtva:  cbs^  skat  hi 
was  aft^ards  tamiyei^  by  the  ffiris  mmd  pmmr 
#/  G$d  tii  FaiUr^  into  tie  virgin  Mny%  fbat  be 
WJs  maae  jUfb  in  her  womby  and  from  her  (epff 
perhaps  exijft )  appeared  in  the  per/on  of  jejas 
Chrt/i^  that  he  thence  preached  m  mew  law,  aad 
Ii  iuw  pr^iitiiji  cf  (hi  kh^dam  of  heaven^  SccJ* 

'  All  t!iU  is  cviJcLicIy  a  5%},  ^id  r^ota^'Ea^ 
i^f       W  U<iti$«  in  the  creacUc  da  FiisMdis  fterpniieih 
whinti  I  luve  <iuocsd  the  creeds  Ir  is  ose  1 

v»j*|K>iit}^j;  w/*Ww*i.\x?  to  ^<f-"^?rtf**«r',  but  faith  c&  I 

«i  mm  ihiuti<Q{«  nudi  moic  ikcif » 


Uiyiii^ed  by  Googlc 
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v^e  *  the  fimpfe  creed,  as  it  was  deUvered  to  tht 
^tecliumens  in  his  day.  According!  y,  it  is  nearly  the 
ii:ic  that  is  now  generally  received.  Let  the  four 
leient  copies  (tf.  tl<e  creed»  viz.  the  Vufgar§  that  of 
^quileia^  the  Gne-ntal^  and  the  Roman  be  compared, 
s  tbcy  are  done  by  Dupia  (Ecclcf.  hift.  vol.  i. 
I.  la)  and  it  will  be  iceii  that  none  of  them  comaijt 

L*y  fucb  articles  as  thole  in  Tertullian's  glofe.  If 
hofe  articles  ever  niade  a  proper  part  of  the  creedi 
iiow  came  they  to  be  dropped,  anjl  indeed  to  be 
Luuud  no  where  elfcp  ■    •  .  / 

.  Tkat  Mr.  Badcocik  has  -entirely  miftakcn  the 

objedt  and  real  meaning  of  what  he  has  given  as 
tho  crted  in  the  time  of  Tertullian,  and  that  at 
reicrs  to  the  GnoftUs  cvfyy  is  evident  from  every 
article  relating  to  God  and  Chrift  in  it.  The 
Gooftics  maintained  that  the  Supreme  Being  huir* 
felf,  the  Father  of  Jefus  Chrift,  did  not  make  tht* 
world,  but  that  it  was  the  work  of  a  different 
being,  the  fame  that  appeared  -  to  the  patriarch* 
and  prophets,  but  entirely  different  from  the 
Chrift.    On  the  contrary,  all  thc^  articles  above 
recited  fmm  Tertullian's  glofs  upon  the  creed, 
arc  evidently  intended  to  cxprefs,  that  the  imme- 
diate maker  of  the  world,  \htj<nggs^  or  verhum 
deif  was  the  fame  perfon  that  appeared  to  the 
patriarchs  and  prophets,  and  was  alio  aicei  w^i^ds 
the  Chrift.  : 

■  » 

It  appears  to  me  (but  I  fubinit  the  conjedture. 
to  the  karncd)  that  the  Gnoftics^  who  gave  fa. 

B  a  much 
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much  alarm  to  the  primirivc  Chriftians,  had  ad- 
vanced lb  many  fpecious  arguments,  to  prove 
that  the  Supreme  Being  himfelf  was  not  the  im- 
mediate maker  of  the  world,  and  the  author  of 
the  Jewfih  difpenfation,  that  the  orthodox  were, 
ia  faft,  ftaggered  by  them ;  and  lb  far  conceded 

to  theii^,  as  to  content.  rhcmlVlvcs  with  main- 
taining that  the  being  who  made  the  worMj  and 
«riio  appeared  to  the  patriarchs  and  prophets, 

though  not  the  liiprcme  God  himfelf,  was  the 
word,  or  power,  of  that  God  perfonihed  ;  fo  as 
to  become  a  ftcond  Gadt  really  different  from  the 

firfl  i  taking  advantage  of  fome  cxprcfTlons  in  the 
old  teftamenty  and  alfo  of  the  language  of  John 
in  the  introdudion  to  his  gofpeL  For  of  the 
lame  logos^  or  tvm/,  which  John  perlbnified  figu- 
ratively (as  wifdm  is  perfonifled  in  the  book  of 
Proverbs)  they  made  a  rtat  and  permamm  ferfim. 
Gnofticifm,  therefore,  as  well  as  Platomim,  was 
a  great  means  of  eftablifhing  the  dodtrine  of  the 
ftrJ^Mion  of  the  kgps,  which  was  the  firft  ftcp 
towards  the  mederti  Athuialiim  doftrine  of  the 
trinity*  In  faft,  the  orthodox,  ufcd  many  of  the 
fame  argtmients  with  the  Gnoflics,  to  prore  that 
ifie  Supreme:  God  himietf  not  the  perfon  who 
appeared  to  the  patriarchs^  &c. 

On  dre  iMidey  it  mTifl:>  f  tlunk,  be  evident  to 

the  impartial  reader,  that  the  proper  creed  in  the 
time  of  Tertullian  was.  that  which  I  produced 
from  hhn  as  inch  in  my  iMters  to  Sr.  Horfley^ 

p.  28  i  whcrcas>  that  which  Mr.  Badcockhas  pro- 
duced 
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uced  exprefles  no  more  tlian  Tertuiiiao's  own 
uthy  which  is  not  the  qucftion  in  4sbate.  In- 
eed^  how  could  TertuUian  coofidcr  riiat  as  the 
ftablifhed  creed  affented  to  by  eirerf  catechumen; 

/hich»  according  to  his  own  account,  was  not 
>elieved  by  thole  whom  he  {out  o(  afUimfS^  Mr. 
iadcock  wUl  fay)  reprefents  as  the  mjor  part  of 
:hrifl:iani»  ia  his  umc?  "  -   ,    -   i-  ^  . 

■ 

m 

— — f*- 


SECTION    IIL         •  : 

I Am  tempted  to  give  a  few  other  fpeclmens  of  Mo 
Badcock'a  mode  of  reviewing!  and  lhall  be^n 

with  his  moft  extraordinary  remarks  on  the  manner 
in  which  I  have  treated  an  opinion  of  £uiebius^ 

P-59- 

Widi  refpeft  to  the  fuffrage  of  EufeUus  t^  the 

"  ortbodojcy  of  theprimicivc  church,  and  particularly 
of  the  bilh<^  of  Jcrufalem,  towards  the  dole  of 
«  the  apoRolic  age ;  a  fuffiftge  lb  fijU  and  expUci^ 
that  it  has  been  deemed  a  decifive  argument 
<i  igainft  Dr.  Frieftky's  hypothe&s  (via^  that  tie 
«*  p-im'urce  Jcwljh  churchy ani its bijbops^  were  fur$ 
"  EMmtes)  with  relpedt  to  this  telUmony,  wc  fay 
•*  the  Doaor  c»uld  only  find  one  way  of  getdng 
rid  of  it.**      It  M  «>  be  re- 

J  *•  g^ded. 
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garded.  What  a  prodigious  advantage  this  fliott 
and  comp<:adious  method  of  de^iHon  gives  ^ 
man  over  his  opponent!  It  £ives  all  the  needled 
cxpence  of  cruicifm.    It  krves  infteadof  athou- 

.^^  fand  arguments,  and  ic  has  the  fingular  felicity 
pf  being  flielteied  from  all  reply/' 

»  • 

After  reading  this,  any  pcrfon  would  naturally 
imagine,  that  I  had  given  m  reafon  at  all  why  I 
thought  that  the  affertion  of  Eufebius  was  not  to 
be  itgjardedy  whereas  I  immediately  lubjoin  iucb 
ftafons  as  1  deemed  fuffictent ;  obferving«  that  the 
fiUls  which  he  himfclf  records,  are  inconfiRcnt  with 
it  The  Reyiewer  l^s  not  even  <)UQtcd  the  whole 
ientence,  which  ends  thus,  it  is  not  to  be  regard'^ 
^  ed,  unlefs  they  bring  fume  fulHcicnt  proof  of 
*^  (heir  aflfe^n."  X  am  truly  aihamed  to  point 
out  inftances  of  foch  grois  difingenuity,  even  m 
an  adverfary,  and  one  who  pretends  that  he  has 
^iven  the  vtryfitb  andmarrm^  p.  65^  of  my  argu- 
ments. '  After  this  with  what  fiice  can  Mr/Badcock 
(:iiarge  any  writer  witji  conaalments ! 

m 

Dr.  Horflcy  liaving  charged  me  with  borrowing 

from  D.  Zuickcr,  whofe  name  I  Iiad  not  heard  titl 
X  faw  it  in  his  Charge^  Mr.  Badcock  fays»  p^  58, 
^'  Dn  Horfley  did  not  happen  to  hit  upon  the  right 
«  author.*'  Then  let  Dr.  Horfley  and  Mr.  Bad- 
fock  guels  a^ain.  As  all  my  arguments  mif/i  be 
^^len  ftom  fome  perfon  or  other^  they  may  happed 
to  be  right  at  laft. 
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A£tcr  this^  it  cannot,  furely,  be.  ncceliary  to  note 
ny  other  article  in  this  Review,  cverjr  one  of  which 

ilcoveis  nearly  equal  ignorance^  or  unfairncfs. 

IMr.  Badcock  calls  upon  me  to  give  a  fair  and 
ngenuoua  anfwer  to  his  former  animadvcrfions.  1 
•eply  that,  befides  my  own  fair  propofal,  by  which 
I  Itill  abide,  and  which  will  require  no  more  room 
in  the  midt  of  Correfpcndence^  than  is  frequently 
given  to  others  (not  to  fay  that  their  having  made 
my  cafe  a  ^ngular  one,  gives  me  a  claim  to  peculiar 
privileges)  1  have,  direftly  or  indireaiy,  noticed 
every  thing  in  ic,  that  I  thought  worth  notice,  in 
my  Letters  to  Dr.  Horflej.  He,  as  a  Reviewer,  has 
a  a  u  .i  p  akablc  advantage  with  refpea  to  >wi*6f«/M»; , 

My  confidence,  however,-  is  in  the  goodncfs  of  xaf 
caufe,  Md  io  tim%  wbifib.  X  d<H»bt  not,  wW  do  n* 

ample  jufticc. 

Two  articles  on  which  Mr.  Bidcock  "himfclf  !«d 
the  moft  ftrels  at  htft,  1  particularly  noticed  in  the 
Ptjlfcript  of  my  Utters  to  Dr.  HorOey.   One  of 
ihem  related  to  a  ftrong  infuiu.uion  agairift  my  tn- 
ugritj,  in  confequence  of  his  own  milconftruaion 
of  a  plain  fentencc  oi  mine.    He  had  defended  his 
mifconftruaion  atcer  its  being  particularly  po  ntcd 
out  to  him  •,  but  being  caUcd  to  look  at  u  a  tbtri 
time,  be  has,  at  lengih,  given  it  up,  and-  afted  my 
parion  J  fo  that  my  integrity  has  had  an  elcape  tor 
this  time.   This,  it  is  to  be  obforved,  rebtts  to  the 
mattfi  objemen  be  had  againft  my  Hiltory.  We 
pleads  in  his  wufc,  that  my  atpreffioo  vas 
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ialfy  worded  ,  whcfrcai  it  is  not  poffibk  to  put  aof 
other  conftpultkm  ifpon  it,  and  I  am  not  capabk 
of  cxpfcffiflg  mjkif  with  greater  ck&rncfs. 

If  Mn  Badcoek  fails  fo  mtich  iwith  refpeft  to 
flain  Englijh,  it  is  no  wonder  that  (through  his  ex- 
treme precipitancy,  I  fuppofe)  he  (hould  majwc  mif- 
tokcsinI^/i;iandGw4,  1  have  fufficiently  confidtr- 
ed  what  he  firft  called  ajlrong  reafon  for  a  maieri..I 
difference  between  the  Nazarcncs  and  the  tbionites, 
what  he  afterward*  called  a  fon/e&ure^  and  now  calis 
^demovfiratioM^,  but  I  do  not  think  it  wunh  my 
while  to  fhtw  Lhe  extreme  fuiiiUj^  of  it.  To  fuch 
demonftratioas  as  thcfc,  I  fliall  concent  myfclf  with 
wywg,  Valetmi^tumtum  vaUre  foffunt.  If  Dr.  Hui  i- 
hy  chufcs  uiis  ground^  1  lhall  meet  hioj  uuoo  iu 
fjpeak  fully  to  it. 


The  conclusion. 

J  Cannot  fay  that  I  can  intirdy  fatisfy  myfclf  with 
refpcdt  to  the  caqfe  (and  every  effe£l  muft  have  a 
caufe)  ot  the  extreme  virulence  with  which  Mr. 
Badcock  heg^n^  and  now  continues^  to  urge  this 
attack  upon  me,  fo  totally  unprepared  as  iie  evi. 
dcntly  is  to  difculs  topics  of  this  nature^ 

I  own  I  fometimes  read  his  former  letters  to  me 
with  pccwlwr  emotion,  apd  aiu  rc^dy  to  think  this 

*  whole 
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whole  bufinefe  a  dream  \     unwiUing  am  I  to  to- 

iLve  that  any  perlon  who  once  profeffed  himfeif 
much  atuchtd  lo  me^  caa  be  fo  much  ac  enmity 
with  me,  as  lie  now  appears  to  be.   Far  am  I  from 
wiftiinir  that  truib  (hould  ever  be  facrificed  to 
fritndjbip^  or  any  orher  conflderaticMi.   I  hare 
fhewn  an  example  of  the  contfUfr  myfelf,  in  my 
controveriy  with  Dr,  Price,  but  Mr.  Badcock*s 
fituation  with  refpe&  to  me  ihould  have  led  him 
I.O  adopt  a  moie  decent  mode  of  oppofition. 

Time  was,  when,  if  it  had  been  foretold  to  Nfr« 
Badcock,  that  he  would  ever  do  what  he  now  has 
done»  he  would,  I  am  confidenti  have  replied  as 
Hazae!  did  to  the  prophet,  What^  is  ihy  fervani 
a  dog^  that  hejbould  do  ibis  thing  But  as  Hazad 
did  mc  ihM  -kMflr  abas  hanpould  become  lat^  tf 
Jffyria^  fo  neither  did  Mr.  Badcock  forefce  that  ht 
yiouid  ever  be  a  Monthly  Reviiwcn 

The  editor  of  the  Monthly  Review  fliould  be  cat> 
tious  how  he  futifers  his  writers  to  fport  with  men's 
'  charaStrs ;  for  himfelfi  as  fuUifotry  is  anfwerable 
for  it.    He  may  not  be  a  judge  in  matters  of  literal 
iure^  and  therefore  he  may  be  deceived  by  recom** 
mendarions,  and  by  perfons  who  give  themfelvcs 
^rs,  as  men  of  deep  learning    but  every  man  may 
fee  what  kind  of  refledtions  afieft  m^ral  ibaraffer^ 
and  all  know  that  this  is  a  facred  thing.  Mr. 
Griffiths  may  not  have  much  knowledge  of 
Greeks  and  therefore  would  never  fufpcft,  thai 
he  who,  with  fo  much  infolcnce,  treated  my  Vin* 
dic^Koc  with  the  appellation  of  I«ts  Gslmcvvv^^ 

ihould. 
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fkoy^id,  make  the  miftake  thsa  he  his  done  with 
refpcd  to  Greek  ;  but  having  fome  knowledge  of 
mc,  be  ihould  not  have  inferted  fuch  rcflcdtions 
as  the  prelent  I^eview  contains*  at  lead  without 
confulting  other  perfons  belides  a  profefled  oppon- 
ent. He  will  hardly  be  able  to  juiliiy  himklf  to  the 
public,  not  for  employing  a  man  fo  unqu^'ified  as 
Mr.  Badcoqk  is  (I  mean  with  refpeA  to  the  futi^ 
of  the  prefent  controveriy,  in  which  i  do  not  find 
that  his  reading  has  extended  much  farther  than 
•  Biftiop  Bull)  but  for  fuflFcring  fuch  v  aiufe 
q{  a.  pcrfon  that  he  mull:  know  could  not  dc- 
ierveit. 

As  to  what  he  proinifes  with  refpcifc  to  my  fu- 
ture pubUcatiGnSy  I  preiuoie  that  no  peribn,  about 
whofe  good  opinion  1  can  ever  be  folicitous,  will 
t  ci!;e  a  character  of  any  performance  of  mine^  or  of  any 
thing  :hat  relates  to  me^  from  a  profejfed  adverfary. 
Dr.  Horfley's  charge^  a  work  fuU  of  the  higheft 
orthodoxy  (fuch  as  certainly  would  not  have  pafled 
without  cenfure  in  this  Review  fomc  yean  ago) 
has  been  lecommended  with  unqualified  applaufe* 
and  a  careful  feleftion  has  been  made  from  it  of 
almotl  every  thing  in  it  that  is  cither  fpecious  in 
itfelf,  or  contemptuous  with  refpe<ft  to  me.  For 
this,  I  am  pretty  confident.  Dr.  HorQey  will  not 
now  thank  themj  as  by  this  time,  I  doubt  not,  he 
is  bimfelf  a(hamed  of  the  palfages  tbey  have  quoted. 
My  friend,  Mr.  Lindfey,  has,  in  feveral  publications, 
largely  infilled  upon  the  unitariamfm  of  the  primi* 
$ivi  chriftian  cburcb  (the  very  fame  thing  that  has 
roufcd  all  the  rage  of  the  prefent  Reviewer)  without 
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ttic  kaft  nocc  of  dilappcobacioQ  txom  iiis  piedk* 

I  am  now  cxpeding  Dr.  Hoiflcy's  itfXj^  and 
I  Ihall  be  modi  difrppoioiied  if  ii  be  noc  noie 
guarded  and  temperate  than  his  kft  work  j  fo  that  I 
^pe  we  ihall  proceed  in  a  calm  dilcuiiion  ot  the 
riooi  queftiQD  chat  is  befoic  the  public.  1  ailb  ear* 
ncWy  wifti  to  engage  fonic  lemrwd  Aricn  in  this  diP. 
cuihan^arLam  defirous  to  whtc  wiiu  the  fulleft  ia* 
Aoraiatioii,  and  wiih  the  gmicft  impaniality  oq 
the  fubjeA. 

At  preicnc  I  am  well  aware  that  a  great  majority 
of  learned  men  are  againft  me ;  but  I  already  per^ 

ceive  that  the  minority  is  increafmg,  and  in  time  I 
doubt  not  the  majority  will  be  with  me«  Not  thac 
I  can  ever  promife  myfelf  to  farisfy  every  body« 
Many  perfons,  much  fupLi  ior  to  niyfclf,  will  remain 
unconvinced ;  as  indeed  many  yetdo  wi(h  reipe^fc  to 
irarifuhftMtiatimt.  But  the  time  will  certainly  come, 
when  all  prejudice  will  give  way  to  the  evidence  oi 
4nab. 

'  I  have  much  new  roidenct  to  produce,  as  well 

as  many  confirmations  of  that  which  I  iiavc  al- 
ready laid  before  the  public,  and  I  widi  to  have  every 
part  of  it  thoroughly  and  publicly  difculTcd.  Mr, 
Badcock  calls  mc  a  dijuppomtcd  and  vioriijicd  au^ 
thou  How  a  man  really  fetls^  is  bell  perceived  by 
the  tmper  with  which  he  writes,  and  not  by  his  own 
declarations^  or  thofe  of  others  for  him  and  it  is 
ipuch  too  foQH  to  i^fc  any  Jaogua^  of  this  kind* 
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The  QonerQTcrfy  is  but  ju&opened^  aod  ml  gtolat 
biy  coaciinie a  long  dmc;  and  we  ma^  dam  Ib^vlv 

ore  dxw  u;orcilic4  aad  difapppinccd  wmers. 

When  1  leaA  tbe  varioos  modot  of  fitf-cofli^ 

cem  exokadoQ,  ni  uriiich  Mr.  fiadcock,  .  -  D: 
jtiydky  aUb^  ioiuk  over  aic,  as  over  a  mao  w^m 
they  have  conpkeccljF  confuted  and  fikaoed^  I  fm€i 
my  felt  CO  be  in  the  cafe  of  the  Irilliman  who  ulked 
«l  iiGaritig  his  owa  funaral  ieruMMi.  fiat  1  wmtU 
adhrifeffaefe  two  amagMtfta  of  mine-to  tdi%  a  iefta 
irom  <£ibpt  and  not  to  (ell  the  ikin  of  the  bcxf^ 
till  ihey  have  difpatched  him,  and  indeed  not  ill 
they  have  the  evidence  of  other  eyes  than  their  own 
that  he  is  aduaUy  dead.  I  am  noc»  Ukc  Farthdgr, 
lb  uoMdbnafaie  as  to  cxpeA  to  be  an  evjdciioe  fm 
my  own  exiftcncc  ,  be  decided       z  £m 

jury»  whether  I  be  ahve»  or  dead. 

.  For  my  part»  I  ihali  fteadily  purfiie  sny  fnjrpotr, 
and  i  have  experience  enough  in  thefc  matters  to  be 
able  to  Goohde  in  my  own  temper,  fo  aa  tt>  avail 
myfi^f  of  all  the  new  light  that  Ihali  be  thrown  opoa 
the  lubjecl,  and  to  coned  my  own  obrervauoosy 
as  far  IS  I  ihali  fee  reafbn  £>  to  do*  I  mqr  be  de- 
ceived myfelf  but  I  believe  that  even  my  adverfa- 
nes  (except  Mr.  Badcocic)  will  not  tiuok  X  ihali 
knowingly  contribuie  id  deceive  otherk 

There  are  not  many  perfons,  I  hope,  who  will 
diink  of  me  as  Mr.  Badcock  does^  page  6jt 
^  Though  tt  may  be  poffibk  for  any  man  to 
nmkc  a  nultake  (cfpccially  when  he  rapialj 
*  gUfnes  over  a  paffage)  yet  to  perfevere  in  it 

after 
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•  after  it  has  been  pointed  out,  feems  rcfcrved 

*  to  be  the  .diftioguiihiag  cbara&ailtu:  .o(  Pj* 
'  PriclUcy."  He  (hould  not,  however,  have 
aid  this  in  the  lame  publication  in  which  he 
Lcknowledg^  that  he  himfdf  had  done  the  (kki^ 
hing,  and  ihat  he  did  not  fee  his  miftakc  till  it 
lad  been  pointed  out  to  him  a  ibird  tim. 

Mr.  Badcock  might  have  an iiv*ad verted  upon 
my  miftakesj  real  or  fuppofedt  with  as  much»  fe- 
verity  as  he  had  pleafed,  I  ihould  not  have  been 
much  aiFedled  by  his  cenibresj  perhaps,  ihould 
not  have  taken  any  fiurther  notice  of  them ;  cer* . 

tainly  fliould  not  have  called  upon  him  by  name y 
1  now  do,  if  he  had  not  reprefented  me  as  a  djJboMffi 
mmm^  wl6^ vpMSMtiag^  rhit  fwawning  of  the  au^^ 
thors  I  quote,  and  determined  to  keep  up  this 
controverfy,  as  he  lays»  fer  fas  u  ncjas.    i  do 
not,  however,  think  ib  ill  of  him  as  not  to  hope^ 
that,  upon  cooler  reftcftion,  he  wilt  be  aflianr^^  ' 
of  accufationa  fo  violeot>  and  fo  ill-founded.  Be 
this  as  it  will,  I  truft  that  in  this  controverfy,  and 
in  all  my  writings,  as  well  as  in  my  whole  con- 
4iid>  i  have  rcfpe6t  to  a  hii  Iier  tribunal  than 
either  tlut  of  the  Monthly  Review,  or  that  of  die 
Public. 
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15.  L£l"rtlts  roa  Philofophical  Unbeliever.*  Parr  t.  Cc-r.t  lift- 
ing an  Examination  of  the  principal  Obje^tonsto  the  Dvftnncs 
of  Nafarai  Rr/igicm,  and  efpecialiy  thofe  contained  in  the  Writ« 
ingiof  liilr.  Hume,  3s.  fewcd. 

16.  AnuiTiONAT.  Lett ERs  to  a  Philofnphical  UflbcJicver, 
in  Atilwcr  co  Mr,  Wi^  .       H AUMoa»»  13.  6d. . 

17.  A 
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BOOKS  'writun  by  Dr.  P  R  1  E  S  1  L  E  V. 

%.  A  Hakmont vfche  Evamcsiists  in  C^reck:  To  whirli 
trc  prefixed  Criticai.  DfstERTATiONt  io  finglifb,  4t0.  145. 
a&  boards,  or  17s.  bound, 

^  iS.  A  HAHiffoirr  of  th?  Evangelists  in  Emg^fif  ^  wi:h 
KotcSy  and  an  occ«itOD^1  Paraphrafc  for  the  Ufie  of  th«  Ua* 
kataed  ;  t  >  vhich  arc  prefixed* Critical  OiiTcrtauoBS,  Mid  tLcC' 
ter  to      Biihop  of  Oflbr7»4tOT  |js«  in  boards,  or  i5$.'boiiod.^ 

JI,  B.  TAj^  wi»  pojfejfed  of  tbi  Greek  Haroiony ,  w^jj-  bavt  this 
IvBn^ilh  tvithtMi  the  Critical  DlfTertattons.  Price  8s.  is  hoards. 

N.  B.  The  Greek  and  Engiij.h  Hafmony  with  rin*  Critical  J>if- 

fert^oxu  c9mpUt€^  il.  is.  in  boards,  or  il.  4$.  bound. 

■>  '     '  • 

19.  Ikstitvtbs  of  Natural  and  Rt veal ei>  Rcuctoir,, 
Ml  two  volumes,  8vo.  id.  edition,  price  10s.  6d.  in  boards,  or 
i^^  botind. ' 

N.  B.  Ihi  third  Part  9 f  this  Worky  containing       DodtincS  O^ 

iUveli|tion«  tiutf  hi  M  ^Jmu,  frict  u*  6d>JpwU» 

20.  A  Sermon  preached  December  31,  1780,  at  iLe  New 
Mccting-Houfe,  in  Birmingham,  on  undertaking  the  PaHoral 
Oiiicc  in  that  Place,  is. 

PMi/hd midtriif  !>h§akii9flh.  PjiitsTX«r. 
THS  THEOLOGICAL  REPOSITORY: 
Confifting  of  Origind  Bfltjrsj  Hints,  Queries,  &c.  calcnkted 
.  CO  promote'  Religions  Knowledge,  In  Three  Volumes,  gvo. 
Price  i8s.  in  Boards,  or  il.  is.  hound :  Ainong  other  Aitides, 
too  many  to  be  enomerated  in  an  Advercifenienc,  ihefe  three 
Volumes  will  be  found  to  contain  fucK  original  and  truly  va- 
luable Obiehrations  on  the  Dodriue  of  JtmmnUt  the  ^rt^, 
'  ifltaet  9fCbr$lt  and  the  hj^irmiw  «/'  tbt  ^criptmrts^  more  eipc 
dally  nfpedtng  the  Hamwn^  rf tbt  EmimgeliJIt^  and  the  Rtafit" 
tug  tf  ihf  Af^h  Bmul^  as.  cannot  fail  to  recommend  tKem  to 
thofe  Perfons  who  wiih  to  make  a  trniy  free  Inquiry  into  chcfe 
important  Sobje£b. 

The  Dodor^s  Works,  complete,  lal.  71.  ia  Boards,  «r 

141. 73.  bound. 

THE  END. 
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